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|tn pl^moriam* 



Hon* Sharks L* Davidson ^* ^^ "^^^^ profound regret and sorrow we 

. record in this report the death of one of the 

members of this Board, Maj. Charles L. Davidson, who died at his home in 
Hull, Iowa, March 16, 1898. 

The exalted character and distinguished services of the deceased appro- 
priately demand the highest recognition. No one of the illustrious men 
who have served the state and who have contributed to the efficiency of 
this Commission has left a deeper impress or a larger place in the hearts 
of the people. Whl^e his example will inspire other men and other genera- 
tions to strive to emulate the performance of noble deeds for the benefit of 
mankind, his place can never be filled. Although he held high official 
positions, yet he was ever helpful to the needy and unfortunate. As a mem- 
ber of this Board he was above reproach, his every act being characterized 
by ability and a high-minded zeal for that which is right. His aim was 
always to allay, so far as possible, differences between complainants and 
'railroads without litigation. Whether as a member of the Board or as its 
chairman (which office he held at the time of death) the same modesty 
marked his course. Everyone with whom he came in contact admired the 
large-bodied and tender-hearted man, and it was frequently said of him 
that he did not have an enemy. Although he was a man of the strongest 
convictions, yet, his ways were all the w^ys of friendship, and his words 
were all the words of kindness. There was nothing dishonorable in his 
business or political career, and he was one of the highest-minded men in 
the service of the state. 

He enlisted prior to his seventeenth birthday, In Company A, Twenty- 
fifth Iowa infantry, and as a soldier, none was better. True to every duty, 
faithful in every service, devoted to what he conceived to be the right, 
loyal to the flag of his country and all it typifies, he soon became an ideal 
soldier. Amid shot and shell, the roaring of cannon and rattling of mus- 
ketry, his loyalty never flagged, his courage never weakened; he was the 
same soldier boy, gentle but brave, sweet-hearted and true comrade, "Char- 
lie'' Davidson. , 

His generous, genial, cheerful, loving nature endeared him to all. He 
was indeed a Christian soldier. " Loyalty to his Master made his gentle- 
ness more gentle and his bravery more brave." Socially and as a friend of 
all the people in all walks of life, with almost paternal kindness he won the 
hearts of acquaintances and associates. In all the relations of life that 
cluster around the fireside and home, he emb died everything that makes 
the loving husband, the kind father, the faithful friend. His loss to the 
state is irreparable and is keenly felt by his associates on the Board. 
"He rests from his labors and his works do follow him." 
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RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 



STATE OP IOWA, 
Board of Railroad Commissioners 
Des Moines, December 6, 1897 



■1 



To the Hon. Francis M. Drake, Governor of Iowa: 

The law requires the board of railroad commissioners of this state 
to make report to you, as governor, of its doings for the preceding 
year, containing such facts, statements, and explanations as will dis- 
close the workings of the systems of railroad transportation in the 
state, and the relation of such railways to the general business and 
prosperity of the citizens thereof, together with such suggestions 
and recommendations in lespect thereto as may, to the board, seem 
proper. 

This report shall exhibit and refer to the conditions of each cor- 
poration on the first day of July of each year, the details of its 
transportation business transacted during the year ending June 30th. 

Among other things the law requires that such reports shall also 
contain as tD every railroad corporation doing business in the 
state: 

First. — ^The amount of its capital stock. 

Second. — The amount of its preferred stock, if any, and the condi- 
tion of its preferment. 

Third.-^The amount of its funded debt and the rate of interest. 

Fourth. — The amount of its floating debt. 

Fifth. — The cost and actual present cash value of its road and 
equipment including permanent way, buildings, and rolling stock, 
all real estate used exclusively in operating the road, and all fix- 
tures and conveniences for transacting its business. 

Sixth. — The estimated value of all other property owned by it, 
with schedule of the same, not including lands granted in aid of its 
construction. 

All of the information which the board of railroad commissioners 
has been able to procure from the different railways within the state 
is submitted within this report. 
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The board has been unable to obtain certain of the statistics asked 
for by it of the different lines of railway. Some companies, how- 
ever, have attempted to give the desired information, while others 
refuse or fail to do so, assigning as a reason therefor that they cannot 
comply with the request of the board except upon what is known as 
a ''mileage basis," and suggesting that such statistics upon such a 
basis are not reliable and are misleading. 

For instance, it has been found practically impossible for the 
board to obtain from the reports filed by the railways operating lines 
through the state and within other states accurate and reliable sta- 
tistics that would enable it to determine the earnings of that part of 
the line operated in and through this state, and what is true in this 
respect is equally true in regard to the tonnage carried by the differ- 
ent interstate lines in and through Iowa. 

Where the officials o! the companies have attem*pted to give this 
information it has been upon a mileage basis of their entire lines, 
regardless of population of territory or traffic carried, although por- 
tions of such lines run into and through other stat3S. 

What is true in regard to the earnings and tonnage applies with 
equal force to their operating expenses and debt, as well as other 
things, all of which will appear in the statements of the respective 
companies compiled by the board and made a part of the report filed 
herein. 

SITES FOR ELEVATORS, ETC. 

During the last year many applications have been made to the 
board asking that the railway companies be compelled to grant to 
grain buyers and other persons along the lines of such railways the 
privilege of locating and building ware and storehouses and elevat- 
ors upon the railway proparty. The board has experienced some 
difficulty in always reaching an amicable adjustment between the 
railways and those applying for such locations. It would seem that 
additional legislation might be enacted whereby the rights of the 
respective parties in matters of this kind could be more clearly 
defined and understood. 

The only authority which the board has attempted to exercise is 
under the general statutes, the terms of which give the board super 
vision over all railways, and give to it the right to investigate any 
neglect on the part of railway companies. 

The board has attempted to adjust, as nearly as possible, the dif- 
ferences between the railways and their patrons in matters of this 
kind, but it can be readily seen that in many instances considerable 
difficulty would be exparienced where there is a disposition between 
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the parties to contest or refuse to amicably make an adjustment or 
agreement in regard thereto. 

If the elevator or a building should be ordered by the board to be 
constructed upon a railway company's property, would the board 
have the right to say what the size, cost, or character of such build- 
ing should be, or where it should be located, and for how long 
a term of years the owner thereof should be entitled to possession 
of the real estate upon which the building might be constructed, and 
the right of removal either by the owner or by the railway, and how 
many such applications should be granted as to any one station? 

The board is confronted with this as well as other questions of a 
similar character, and the only authority or guidance which it has 
for disposing of them is such as it may have from the general super 
vising power given it by the statutes of this state. 

The board has been able to agree upon this question where the 
railway companies may have refused to permit or allow any store, 
warehouse or elevator to be constructed upon their property, but 
where a company has granted to others the privilege of construct- 
ing such buildings upon its right of way and refuses to grant additional 
privileges, then the question of the public necessity is one where 
there may be honest difference of opinion. It therefore leaves this 
question in an unsettled and unsatisfactory condition. 

EXPRESS COMPANIES. 

It was enacted by the Twenty- sixth General Assembly, that ex- 
press companies are common carriers, and that all laws, as far as prac- 
ticable, then or thereafter in force regulating the transportation of 
property by railroad companies, shall apply with equal force and 
effect to express companies, and also providing that the railroad 
commission shall have general supervision of such companies operat- 
ing and doing business in the state, and that they shall inquire into 
any unjust discriminatiou, neglect or violation of the laws of the state 
by any express companies doing business therein; and that as soon as 
practicable a schedule of reasonable maximum charges or rates for 
the transportation of any kind of property carried by such express 
companies shall be made by the railroad commissioners. 

Within a reasonable time after the enactment of this statute, and 
the taking effect thereof, a public hearing was had by the commis- 
sioners at their office in Des Moines, due and timely notice of which 
hearing was given by the publication thereof in nearly all the lead- 
ing daily papers throughout the state. At that hearing the only 
persons who appeared in behalf of the shippers were representatives 
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of the Swine Breeders' association, and no complaint was made 
against the' schedule of rates then in force by the express companies. 
Objection was made, however, to the manner of billing and shipping 
live stock by such express companies, and it was claimed that such 
companies, when shipments were received by them, declined to 
ship and bill such live stock by the shortest and quickest route, and 
insisted upon shipping over the line of the express company receiv- 
ing the same, regardless of distance or time. 

The shippers made further complaint that express companies 
exacted and required of them unreasonable and onerous contracts or 
receipts, when live s'ock was delivered for shipment. 

The express companies were all represented by the different 
managers or superintendents, and at such heariag assured the ship- 
pers, and the railroad commissioner s» that they would at once cease 
insisting upon live stock being shipped over the longest route, both 
in time and distance, and that they would at once comply with the 
request of the shippers and suggestion of the board that whenever 
live stock was received for shipment, it would be billed and shipped 
over the shortest and quickest route, and that no unreasonable or 
harsh stipulations would be placed in their receipts or contracts of 
shipment. 

The board, whenever its attention has been called to any unjust 
rule or requirement of the express companies, or unreasonable 
charge for the handling and shipment of merchandise, has at once 
investigated the same, and when it has found any reasonable ground 
for complaint, has required the express companies to cease therein, 
and it has adopted this method in formulating and regulating what 
might be deemed to be a reasonable maximum charge for the ship- 
ping of merchandise by express companies. 

INTERLOCKING SWITCHES. 

During the year the followiag automatic interlocking switches 
and signals were put in operation at crossings: 

At Carnforth, cros-^iog of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific rail- 
way with the Chicago & North Western railway. 

At Grand Junction, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railway with the Chicago & Nortli-Westarn railway. 

At Libertyville, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway with the Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines railway. 

• At Fairfield, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific rail- 
way with the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad. 
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At Ottumwa, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific rail- 
way with the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad. 

At BelkDap, crossiag of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific rail- 
way with the Wabash railroad. 

At Neola, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway 
with the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway. 

At Davenport, crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway with the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway. 

The interlocking and signal apparatus made by the National 
Switch and Signal Co., Eiston, Pa., and by the Union Switch and 
Signal Co., of Swissville, Pa., are used in these plants. A brief 
description of each is as follows: 

Interlocking plant at Carnforth at crossing of .Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific and Chicago & North- Western railways. Erected and 
maintained by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway. This is 
a Union Switch and Signal company's plant with a sixteen (16) lever 
frame; there are eleven (11) active levers and five (5) blank spaces; 
two of these levers are electric locked. There are five (5) derailing 
and one (1) ordinary switch operated from tower. Three (3) derail- 
ing switches and one (I) ordinary switch on the Chicago & North- 
western railway and two (2) derailing switches on the Chicago, R^ck 
Island and Pacific railway. Two (2) switches inside of distance sig- 
nals are bolt- locked t3 distance signals. In addition to the six (6) 
switches there are ten (10) signals operated from this tower. 

Grand Juncti )n interlocking plant at crossing of Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific and Chicago & North-Western railways. This is a 
Union Switch and Signal company's plant with a twenty (20) lever 
frame; it has eighteen (18) working levers and two (2) blank spaces* 
It has seven (7) levers for fourteen (14) switches, and fourteen (L4) 
locks and fiv^e (5) signals and eleven (11) levers for eleven (11) sig- 
nals and five (5), bolt locks. There are electric locks to two (2) 
levers. On the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway there are 
five (5) derailing switches and three (3) ordinary switches operated 
from tower. On the Chicago & North-Western railway there are 
four (4) derailing switches and two (2) ordinary s witches operated 
from tower. All main line switches on both roads that are inside of 
distance sigaals are bolt locked and cannot be moved except when 
distant signal stands at caution. 

Interlocking plant at Liberty ville at crossing of Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway with the Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des 
Moines railway. Erected and maintained by the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway. This is a National Switch and Signal 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



8 TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE [5D 

company's plant, with a twelve (12) lever frame. Six (6) aciive 
levers and six (6) blank spaces. Six (6) levers work four (4) derail- 
ing switches and four (4) home signals. The distant signals at this 
plant are stationary and stand at caution. 

Interlocking plant at Fairfield crossing of Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railway with Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy railway. Erected 
and main taint d by Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway. This 
isa National Switch and Signal comp iny's plant with a thirty-two (32) 
lever frame; there are twenty-six (26) active levers and six (6) blank 
spaces; thirteen (13) of these levers operate twenty (20) switches, 
twenty (20) locks and two (2) pot signals; the other thirteen (13) levers 
operate nineteen (19) signals and eleven (11) bolt locks. The east 
bound distant signal on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway 
is a statioi ary signal and stands at caution. There are twelve (12) 
derailing and eight (8) ordinary switches operated from this tower, 
six (6) of the derailing switches and four (4) of the ordinary being 
on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway and four (4) ordinary 
and six (6) derailing on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad. 

Interlocking plant at Ottumwa at crossing of Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad. 
Erected and maintained by the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy rail- 
road. This is a National Switch and Signal company's plant with a 
twenty (20) lever frame. It has nineteen (19) workio g levers and one (1) 
blank space, eight (8) levers working thirteen (13) switches and two (2) 
targets and eleven (11) levers working thirteen (13) signals. On the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific there are two (2) derailing and one 
(1) ordinary switches operated from tower and on the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy there are eight (8) derailing switches and two (2) 
ordinary switches operated from tower. 

Interlocking plant at Belknap at crossing of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway with Wabash railway. Erected and main- 
tained by Chicago, Reck Island & Pacific railway. This is a Union 
Switch and Signal company's plant with a twenty (20) lever frame. 
There are fifteen (15) active levers and five (5) blank spaces. Six (6) 
of these levers operate eight (8) switches and (7) locks, one (1) lever 
operates one (1) facing pDint lock and four (4) crossing detector bars 
and eight (8) of the levers operate twelve (12) signals and nine (9) 
bolt locks. On the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway are three 
(3) derailing and one (1) common switches and four (4) crossing 
detector bars operated from tower, and on the Wabash railway are 
three (3) derailing switches and one (I) common switch operated from 
tower. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 9 

InterlockiDg plant at Neola at crossing of the Chicago, Bock 
Island & Pacific railway and Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway. 
This is a Union Switch and Signal company's plant with sixteen (16) 
lever frame and sixteen (16) active levers. Seven (7) of these levers 
operate ten (10) switches, ten (10) locks and three (3) signals and 
nine (9) of these levers operate twelve (12) signals. On the Chicago 
Bock Island & Pacific railway there are three (3) derailing and one 

(I) common switches and on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul rail 
way there are four (4) derailing and two (2) common switches oper 
ated from tower. 

Interlocking plant at Southwest Davenport at crossing of Chicago 
Bock Island & Pacific and Burlington, Cedar Bapids & Northern rail 
^ays. This is a National Switch and Signal company's plant with a 
twenty (20) lever frame and fifteen (15) active levers. Five (5) of 
these levers operate eight (8) switches and eight (8) locks and eleven 

(II) of these levers operate twelve (12) signals and nine (9) bolt locks. 
On the Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific railway are five (5) derailing 
and one (1) common switches operated from tower and on Burling- 
ton, Cedar Bapids & Northern railway are two (2) derailing switches 
operated from tower. 

SUPREME COURT'S OPINION ON REASONABLENESS OF IOWA MAXI- 
MUM RATES. 

Barris et al v. G.^ B. & Q, 

In the opinion of the board one of the most important decisions 
relating to transportation, that has been rendered since the law 
creating the board of railroad commissioners has been enacted, was 
noiade by the supreme court of this state in the case of Barris and 
others versus the Chicago. Burlington & Quincy Bailroad Company, 
which is found in the 71 Northwestern Beporter, beginning on page 
339. 

The statute under consideration in that opinion was enacted by 
the Twenty-second Greneral Assembly, and the opinion refers to a 
railroad company making what was alleged to be an unreasonable 
freight charge, the court holding that the company is not relieved 
from liability to the shipper in treble damages therefor, although 
the rate charged was that fixed by the board of railroad commis- 
sioners under section 17 of that act, which provides that the com- 
missioners shall make a schedule of reasonable maximum rates 
which shall be prima /acie evidence that the rates therein fixed are 
reasonable. 
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It was generally believed, prior to this decision, that where a 
schedule of maximum rates was fixed and established by the board 
of rdbUroad commissioners of the state, af ber a hearing, at which, 
under the provisions of the statute, all parties interested had notice 
thereof, and where no appeal was taken from the finding of the 
board of railroad commissioners in regard to such rates, such 
schedule of rates became, under the law, the fixed and established 
reasonable maximum rates, which would protect the shipper or 
carrier, but this decision holds otherwise, and gives the right to the 
railroad companies to wholly disregard the reasonable maximum 
rates fixed by the board of railroad commissioners and parmits and 
allows the reasonableness of such rates to be determined by the 
court, regardless of the action of the board. 

One of the cogent reasons, among others, for the enactment of 
the law giving the board of railroad commissioners the right to 
establish reasonable maximum rates undoubtedly was to establish 
uniformity in rates and to prevent railway companies from discrim- 
inating against places or persons. In the opinion of this board this 
decision destroys and abrogates entirely that element of the law. 

Judge Shiras, in the case of Van Patten against the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway Company, found in volume 81 of the 
Federal Reporter, beginning on page 545, in the opinion says, among 
other things: ** The development of railways during the past fifty 
years has bf en so great that practically all the carrying trade of the 
country had passed into their hands, especially in that portion of the 
country not bordering on lakes or large rivers. The business had 
grown so enormously aiid the mode of handling the same had become 
such that it was no longer possible for each shipper to make special 
contracts with the carrier for the transportation of his property." 
This decision is not in harmony with the doctrine of the Iowa 
supreme court where it might become necessary for every shipper 
to enter into a contract with the railway company, to the end that 
he might know what the reasonable maximum rates wou'd be; or 
whether or not he was being discriminated against, or the locality 
in which he resides was obtaining the same advantages as others. 

It must be apparent that if the court adheres to this opinion the 
result will be far reaching and almost disastrous so far as being 
able to enforce uniform rates, and thereby prevent unjust discrimi- 
nations. 

If a railway company has the right to contest with each shipper 
within the state the question whether or not the schedule of rates 
established by the board of railroad commissioners, or in fact any 
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schedule of rates, is reasonable or unreasonable, it must necessarily 
lead to confusion and an unsettled condition of the freight and pas- 
senger rates within the state. 

If a shipper living in one county is compelled to submit the ques- 
tion to a jury in the county in which he resides, and have the court 
there pass upon what is a reasonable maximum rate for the shipping 
of a certain commodity a certain distance, and the jury fixes the 
rate say at 24 cent& per 100 pounds for 100 miles, and a ship- 
per living in a different locality is obliged to submit the same 
question to a different jury, and such jury finds that a reasonable 
maximum rate for the same commodity for 100 pounds for 100 miles 
is less, how and in what manner can it be said that under such con- 
ditions a uniformity in rates can be legally established? 

If it is the policy of the laws of this state to prevent discrimina- 
tion against either persons or localities, then it would seem that a 
law ought to be enacted whereby a schedule of maximum rates might 
be legally established which would be binding both upon the shipper 
and the railway company, without compalling the shipper to expend 
large sums of money in a multiplicity of suits to establish what 
might be ascertained and decided in one action. 

If the board of railroad commissioners is empowered, and it is its 
duty, to establish and promulgate reasonable maximum rates for 
the transportation of all commodities within the state, then it would 
seem that if they fail through error or judgment, or otherwise, to 
so adopt, establish, and promulgate such rates, either the shipper or 
the railway company should have the right to take an appeal from 
the decision of the board and [thereby legally establish that which 
the statute undoubtedly attempted to provide a way to have deter- 
mined. 

If the statutes of this state are not clear and explicit enough 
to extend to the people thereof the right and authority to have the 
question of reasonable maximum rates established without a multi- 
plicity of suits, and without unnecessary delay and vexation, then, 
in the opinion of this board, such legislation should be enacted 
whereby they may be fully protected in procuring such rates with- 
out unnecesary litigation, delay and vexation. 

NATIONAL MEETING OF COMMISSIONERS. 

The board, together wi h its secretary, attended the national 
meeting of state railroad cDmmissioners with the interstate com- 
merce commission, held in May of this year at St. Louis, Mo., 
instead of its usual place of meeting, Washington, D. C. 
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The commissioners, together with their secretaries, were in 
attendance from practically all of the states having railroad com 
missions. 

The questions which came before this body for discussion and 
mutual conference are of the utmost importance to shippers, the 
traveling public, aad the common carriers. 

It wUl be readily understood, and must be conceded by all who 
are impartially interested in these subjects, that one of the most 
important elements involved in the whole transportation question is 
that of uniformity of reasonable maximum rates for the transporta- 
tion of freight and passengers, and that such uniformity should not 
only be observed and enforced within the state, but also with equal 
force and effect without the state. 

In these annual conventions the advantage and knowledge, as well 
as the experience of the several commissioners and the interstate com- 
mission are brought before the body, this feature of the work hav- 
ing many times proven of great benefit to those in attendance, in 
the discharge of the duties imposed upon them by the statutes of the 
different states. 

At this meeting Mr. W. W. Ainsworth, secretary of the Iowa com- 
mission, as chairman of the Committee on delays in enforcing orders 
of railroad commissions in the courts, presented and discussed the 
report of that committee, which is herewith submitted and made a 
part of this report. 

In that report, as well as that on uniform classification, the Iowa 
board was represented by its secretary. 

There is every indication that the convention of 1898, which will 
be held in May next at Washington, D. C. , will be the most impor- 
tant in the history of the organization. 

The state of Iowa was honored by the selection of Commissioner 
Charles L. Davidson as chairman of this national association for the 
ensuing year. 

Commissioner Edward A. Dawson was made a member of the 
committee on uniform classification, and Secretary W. W. Ainsworth 
was continued as chairman of the committee on enforcing orders of 
state commissioners in the courts. 

ORGANIZATION OF THE BOARD. 

The term of oflSce to which Edward A. Dawson of Waverly, had 
been appointed, expired on January 11, 1897, and he, having been 
elected to succeed himself, duly qualified and began his duties for 
the present term on that date. 
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On the same date the board of commissioners organized by the 
election of Charles L. Davidson, of Hull, Sioux county, chairman; 
William W. Ainsworth, of Des Moines, as secretary; and Dwight N. 
Lewis, of Des Moines, as clerk for the ensuing year. 
Resp3Ctfully submitted, 

Charles L. Davidson, 
Edward A. Dawson, 
Geo. W. Perkins, 
Attest: William W. Ainsworth, Commissioners. 

Secretary. 
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DECISIONS OF COMMISSIONERS. 



No. 1—1895. 

J. W. D. Swisher, Sigourney, 
Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j ^^ 
Railway Company. 



Behearing — application for an 
overhead or open farm cross- 



DECISION OF COMMISSIONERS. 

A rehearing was granted in this case on the application of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, and on the 10th 
day of March, 1897, at the oflce of the railroad commissioners in 
Des Moines, Iowa, Carroll Wright appeared for the railway cooapany 
and C. G. Johnston, of Sigourney, appeared for and in behalf of the 
land owners. 

The only new evidence that was offered upon said hearing was 
testimony showing the death of J. W. D. Swisher, and the substitu- 
tion of such heirs as are shown to have an interest in said real estate. 

This case was very fully and ably argued on both sides. For a 
full and complete statement of the facts reference is herein made to 
the former decision rendered by the commissioners on the 12bh day 
of March, 1895. It is found on pages 115, 116, 117, 118 and 119 of 
the report of the board of railroad commissioners for the year 1895. 

In that decision the judgment of the commissioners was that 
" under all the circumstances the present crossings provided for the 
complainant are not adequate, and that said complainant is entitled, 
under the law, to what is known as an open crossing at such rea* 
sonable place as may be by him designated, and said respondent, 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, is hereby so 
informed." 

Prom a careful and impartial investigation of the conditions 
existing in regard to this controversy between the land owner and 
the railway company we have reached the unanimous conclusion that 
the former decision ought to be modified. 
2 
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It was contended by the land owner at the rehearing that under 
the law and the decisions of the supreme court of this state, citing 
Gray v. Burlington & Missouri, 37 Iowa, 119; Boggscase in 54 Iowa, 
435; Haskett v. Wabash, 61 Iowa, 568, the land owner is entitled to 
an open crossing over the railway company's right of way between 
the residence of the land owner and the highway. We are of the 
opinion that under the decisions of the supreme court, and especially 
the case of Gray v. Burlington & Missouri, reported in 87 Iowa, 
page 119, also the Boggs case in 54 Iowa, 435, that the contention 
of the land owner must be sustained. 

That the land owner or any other person should not be permitted 
to use such crossing for the purpose of allowing live stock to go 
upon and remain thereon, and that when stock is permitted to pass 
over and upon such crossing it shall be in charge, and under the 
immediate control, of some person or persons. 

That under the present conditions of this land and the purpose 
for which it is used, we believe that a good and lawful fence should 
be erected and maintained on each side of the private roadway, to 
be used by the land owner in going to and from his residence and 
the public highway; that this fence should be kept and maintained 
by the land owner at his cost and expense, except where same 
crosses the railway company's right of way, and that no stock should 
be allowed or permitted to remain on said private roadway except 
when in charge, and under the immediate control of some person or 
persons as aforesaid. • 

That we are of the opinion that this crossing is such a dangerous 
and hazardous one that by permitting live stock to go at will and 
unrestrained over and across the company's right of way at this 
crossing, would greatly endanger the property of the railway com- 
pany and the lives of the employes, as well as the traveling public. 

It is, therefore, ordered and adjudged by the board of railroad 
commissioners of the state of Iowa, that the Chicago, Bock Island 
& Pacific Railway company shall construct and maintain at its own 
cost and expense, a good and suitable private crossing at grade, with 
cattle guards and wing fences, upon the railway company's right of 
way at a point at the east end of the cut and on the private crossing 
now in use by the owner or occupier of the premises in question, and 
that said crossing shall be constructed and maintained by the rail- 
way company as aforesaid, after and upon condition that a private 
roadway leading from the public highway to the residence of the 
land owner shall havQ been enclosed on each side with a good and 
lawful fence; that the land owner shall, as soon as said private road- 
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way is legally and lawfully fenced as aforesaid, give said railway 
company thirty days' notice in writing thereof, and that within 
thirty days' after the receipt of said notice said railway company 
shall construct and maintain said open crossing as herein provided. 
Des Moines, Iowa, June 23, 1897. 



No. 1666—1896. 
M. T. Patten, LoHRviLLE, Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way Company, 

Des Moines, Northern & West- 
ern Railway Company. 



- Beheqring — application for Wye. 



DECISION OF COMMISSIONERS. 

A rehearing was granted in this case, and on the 25th day of May, 
1897, the respective parties appeared at the office of the railroad 
commission in Des Moinc s, the Chicago and North-western Railway 
company being represented by Judge N. M. Hubbard, the Des 
Moines, Northern & Western Railway company by Mr. F. C. Hubbell, 
and Mr. M. T. Patten appearing for himself. . For a report of this 
case see report of 1896, page 25. 

There was considerable testimony offered on the part of the 
Des Moines, Northern & Western Railway company to show that 
the estimate submitted to the railroad commissioners at the former 
hearing was too high; that upon the rehearing there was no impor- 
tant testimony offered to show the necessity for the construction of 
this wye, but it was mainly directed to the cost of such construction. 
The testimony and facts submitted by Mr. Hubbell tended to show 
that this wye could be constructed at an expense of less than $800. 

While the commission, or some members thereof, are not fully 
satisfied that the testimony shows such a want, necessity and 
demand for this wye by the shippers and patrons in that lociJity as 
would justify a very large expenditure of money, yet they have con- 
cluded, owing to all the circumstances and conditions attending this 
case, that they ought to modify their former holding and order the 
construction of this wye. 

From the testimony and statements submitted, the commissioners 
are of the opinion that the Des Moines, Northern & Western Railway 
company is so situated that it can build and construct this wye to a 
better advantage and at less cost and expense than the Chicago & 
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North-Western Railway company; that as theDes Moines, Northern 
& Western Railway company is the road desiroas and anxious for 
the construction of the wye, it is, therefore, the opinion and judg- 
ment of the railroad commissioners that if an order is made for 
such construction it ought to be done by the Des Moinea, Northern 
& Western Railway company. 

It is, therefore, ordered and adjudged by the boardof r iilroad com- 
missioners that the Des Moines, Northern & Western Railway company 
within sixty days from the date hereof build and construct a con- 
nectiog track or wye connecting the track of the Des Moines, 
Northern & Western Railway company with the track and rails of 
the Chicago & North-Western Railway com pany at or near the town of 
Lohrville, in the county of Calhoun, state of Iowa, where one railway- 
crosses the other at grade; that such wye and connecting track 
shall be constructad upon the southwest angle of the two railways; 
that it shall be built aad constructed of standard sixty-pouad steel 
rails, laid upon standard oak ties, switches to be of the split-rail 
pattern with RamapD stands, roadbed to be well graded and bal- 
lasted, and all to be constructed in a safe and reasonable manner, so 
that cars may be transported from the track of one company to that 
of the other in a safe, convenient and proper manner; that upon the 
completion of the construction of such connecting track or wye and 
when the same is ready for use and operation said Chicago & North- 
Western Railway company shall pay to the said Des Moines, North- 
ern & Western Railway company a sum of money equal to one-half 
of the whole cost and expense of the building and construction of 
said wye and connecting track, but that said sum to be paid by the 
Chicago and North Western Railway company shall in no case exceed 
the sum of three hundred and seventy-five dollars ($375); that in 
the construction of said wye or track no excavation shall be made 
whereby any substantial injury shall be done to the property of the 
Chicago & North-Western Railway company, and that the use and 
convenience of the station grounds by the public shall not be 
impaired, injured or damaged by excavations or borrow pits or 
removal of earth. 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 23, 1897. 
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No. 1770—1897. 
C. C. Wertz, Greene, Iowa, 

V. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 
Northern Railway Company. 
Complaint filed November 19. 1896, 



- Site for coal house. 



DECISION OF commissioners. 

Mr. C. C. Wertz, by letter to this board, stated that he had 
recently engaged in the business of selling coal at retail at Greene, 
Iowa, and that he had applied to the proper officials of the Burling- 
ton, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway for ground to build coal 
sheds upon its side track, and stating that there was sufficient ground 
remainiag therefor, not ia use by the company, and further stating 
that there were two other coal dealers at that place who have all 
the ground allotted to them that they need, and requesting the board 
to take such steps as may be necessary to compel th6 railroad com- 
pany to furnish the grouad needed for such coal sheds. 

The matter was submitted to the railway company by correspond- 
ence, and replying thereto, Mr. C J. Ives, president of the railway 
company, interposed two objections to granting the request made by 
the commissioners, the first being that the railway company has 
furnished all the ground necessary at that station for coal sheds, as 
well as grain and live stock, which have been allotted or leased to 
two other coal dealers, and that there was no public demand there- 
for; and second, that the railroad commissioners have no authority or 
control over railway companies so far as the same relates to grounds 
which may be required for warehouses or other, purposes, and in 
support of his position our attention is called to the case of the 
Missouri Pacific Ry. Co. v. State of Nebraska, ex rel, Board of 
Transportation, reported in Supreme Court Reporter, vol. 17, pt. 7, 
on page 181. 

Considerable correspondence passed between the board and Mr. 
Ives upon this case and being unable to adjust the matter a day was 
fixed for a hearing at Greene, and all the parties notified thereof. 
At the hearing Mr. Wertz was present and also Mr. W. P. Brady, 
who represented the interests of the railway. 

The facts upon said hearing were found to be about as follows: 
That Mr. Wertz, during the month of December, 1896, engaged in the 
retail coal business at Greene, Iowa; that up to about January 17, 
1897, he had handled about fifteen or twenty carloads of coal and 
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had sold nearly that amount; that four carloads thereof were hard 
coal; that it was claimed by Mr. Wertz that the price of hard coal 
had declined from |9 per ton to $8.50, which he claimed was solely- 
due to competition among the coal dealers; that he has purchased, 
a short distance from the side track of the railway, a small piece of 
groimd and that he has now erected thereon a coal shed about 20x40 
feet; that he is obliged to carry the coal from the car to shed in 
wagons when it is not delivered from the car to his customers, thus 
necessarily increasing the expense of the coal, we think from the 
information we obtained from Mr. Wertz, at least 25 cents per ton. 
Mr. Wertz admits that the other coal dealers, so far as being able to 
furnish and provide coal for the inhabitants living in and about the 
town of Greene, is ample and sufficient to meet all public demands. 

We find that the two coal dealers who have been allotted privi- 
leges upon the land of the company are substantial and active busi- 
ness men, carrying a large stock of coal, and are in a situation to 
carry in stock and furnish all the coal necessary to meet the demands 
therefor in that locality; that no complaint is made that the price of 
coal is higher at this station than at others located in and about that 
particular section of the state; that both of said dealers deny that 
the decline in the price of coal was occasioned by competition, but 
was from other causes. 

Whatever right the railroad commissioners have to pass upon and 
determine the questions herein submitted are derived from the gen- 
eral statutes of this state relating to the general powers and author- 
ity of the railroad commissioners. We have reached the conclusion 
that it clearly appears in this case that the railway company has 
furnished the necessary ground to the coal dealers at Greene, Iowa, 
for the purpose of handling coal at that station, and that ample and 
adequate means have been by the railway provided therefor, and that 
at this time there is no public demand for additional ground or priv- 
ileges to handle coal at this station. The writer hereof is of the 
opinion that the railroad commissioners, in questions of this kind, 
can act only when the interests and demands of the public require it. 

We cannot concur in the opinion entertained by Mr. Ives that 
this board, by reason of the Nebraska case above cited, has no 
authority or right to act in cases of this kind. From a careful read- 
ing of that case we are of the opinion that the question therein 
decided is not analogous to the one under consideration. 

This board, as we understand, has always assumed to act in mat- 
ters of this character, and until the courts hold that this board has 
no right or authority to so act, we are inclined to the opinion that 
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it is the plain duty of the commission to exercise that right in all 
cases when it believes that a question affecting the general public is 
concerned. 

We have reached the conclusion in this case that we ought not to 
make an order requiring the railway company to furnish additional 
ground for the handling of coal at this station, for the reason stated 
in the first ground of this ruling, and the application is therefore 
dismissed, with the right at any time, in case the conditions now 
existing at Greene should change, to apply for a change or modifi- 
cation of this ruling. 

Des Moines, Iowa, February 4, 1897. 



No. 1771—1897. 

William M. Anderson, Saint 
Charles, 

V. 

Des Moines & Kansas City 
Railway Company. 
Complaint filed November 19, 1896. 



Farm crossing at grade; crossing 
on alley. 



DECISION OF commissioners. 

A communication was duly received by the board, dated Novem- 
ber 19, 1896, from Dr. William M. Anderson of St. Charles, Iowa, 
stating in substance that the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway 
company, in making its recent change in the location of its line of 
railway through St. Charles, had deprived him of reasonable means 
of reaching his land. This matter was taken up with Mr. A. C. 
Goodrich, general manager of the railway company, for the pur- 
I)Ose of reaching a mutual agreement between the land owner and 
the railway company, but on account of the place where Dr. Ander- 
son requested the crossing to be made, the railway company deeming 
it an unreasonable one, refused to build or construct a crossing. 
Thereupon the board fixed February 2, 1897, as time for hearing of 
such complaint at St. Charles, giving all parties interested therein 
due and timely notice thereof. At the date fixed the board met with 
Dr. Anderson, together with President Hughes and Greneral Manager 
Goodrich, and fully investigated the claim of Dr. Anderson, as well 
as the position taken by the railway company. The facts in relation 
to that part of the claim made m reference to the street crossing, 
which is one subsequently made to the one filed originally in this 
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case, are about as follows: That Dr. Anderson owns a small lot oir 
parcel of land within the corporate limits of the town of St Charles, on 
the northerly side of the railroad track and adjoining an alley, extend- 
ing along one side of said lot or parcel of land and up to the railway 
company's right of way, atd possibly said alley may extend over and 
across the companys' right of way. Upon this latter point, however, 
the board is not fully advised, but for the purpose of this case it 
will be treated the same as though it was fully established over and 
across the company's right of way. That immediately opposite and 
on the other side of the company's right of way the land is not 
owned by Dr. Anderson, but by other persons; that the alley is now 
used as such on the northerly side of said railway right of way, but is 
not so used on the other side of said right of way ; that St. Charles is a 
town of less than 500 inhabitants; that it has thr«^e or more good grade 
street crossings, located at suitable and convenient places for the 
use of the public over and across the company's right of way, one of 
which crossings is upon a street extending along the same block in 
which the alley in question is located, and another but a short d s- 
tance in an opposite direction; that Dr. Anderson asks and requests 
the establishment of a grade crossing over and along where the alley 
crosses the company's right of way; that.the farm of Dr. Anderson, 
and the one upon which he asks another crossing, is located a short 
distance from and adjoining the town of St. Cbarles, this farm con- 
taining something over eighty acres and is divided by the railway 
company's track and right of way, the company's right of way 
extending within about fifty feet of the dwelling house and barn 
upon said farm; that immediately opposite the house and barn is a 
deep cut, perhaps ten to twelve feet in depth, in which cut the railway 
track is laid; that a short distance from the barn, and between the barn 
and the town of St. Charles, there is a suitable and convenient place 
for a grade crossing, the track and roadbed at this point being about 
on the natural surface of the ground; that he has no crossing or 
other means by which he can go from one piece of his land to the 
other without goiog first upon the public highway and crossing the 
company's right of way. 

The board has reached the following coaclusions: That the com- 
plainant. Dr. Anderson, is not entitled at this time to a crossing 
over and across the company's right of way where the alley extends 
over such right of way, or at any other place opposite or adjoining 
his land or lots within the town of St. Charles, for the reason that 
there is no such public demand or necessity therefor, as would 
authorize or justify the board in requiring the railway company to 
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make the additional cost and expense in the construction thereof, 
and for the additional reason that it would increase the hazard and 
danger to the employes of the railway company as well as the 
traveling public by making an additional grade crossing at this 
point. One other point, while no question was made in regard 
thereto, is the right to compel a railway company to build a grade 
or other crossing at a point where an alley extends over a railway 
company's right of way. While this question has not been discussed 
or presented and it is unnecessary to decide it at this time, yet there 
is a doubt whether this board has the authority to compel a railway 
company to construct and maintain a grade or other crossing upon 
an alley where the same crosses the railway company's right of way. 
There might be such a condition of things that would require such 
an order, but certainly it would be unusual. As we understand it, 
alleys are not public thoroughfares in the same sense and to the 
same extent as streets, but they are ordinarily used for the accom- 
modation of those having business upon the immediate property 
adjoining such alleys. We are, therefore, of the opinion that the 
claim of Dr. Anderson for a grade or other crossing over the com- 
pany's right of way at this point must be denied. The demand and 
request for the farm crossing, we think, should be granted, and it is 
the opinion of the board of railroad commissioners that on or before 
the first day of May, 1897, the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway 
company shall construct and maintain a good and substantial cross- 
ing for the said Wm. M. Anderson, upon his said farm, at grade at any 
place or point where the said Wm. M. Anderson may desigrate by 
visible stakes or other means, but the same shall be at some place or 
point where there is neither a cut nor a fill, but where such track 
and roadbed rest, as nearly as may be, upon the natural surface of 
the ground, and in case the said Anderson fails or lefuses to point 
out or designate such place upon the request of the railway company, 
then the railway company shall have the right to construct such 
crossing at such place as it may deem advisable; that the said rail- 
way company shall also provide and erect substantial and convenient 
gates at such crossing and keep the same in good repair for the use 
and convenience of the said Anderson. 
Des Moines, Iowa, February 11, 1897. 
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No. 1772—1897. 

Des Moines & Kansas City 
Railway Company, 



V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



Wye near Bevington. 



decision of commissioners. 

On the 18th day of March, 1897, there was received by the board 
of railroad commissioners an application in writing from Mr. A. C. 
Groodrich, vice-president and general manager of the Des Moines & 
Kansas City Railway company, asking for the construction of a wye 
connecting the above named railway with the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific railway at a point about twenty one miles south of the city 
of Des Moines in Warren county, where the Des Moines & Kansas 
City railway crosses at grade what is known as the Winterset branch 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway, and it is stated and 
represented in said written application, substantially as follows: 

That the side-track of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway at that 
place, west of the station Is owned by the last named company, and that the wye 
between the Des Moines & Kansas City railway and the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railway is owned by the Des Moines & Kansas City railway; that the west 
end of the track of the wye is not connected with the side or main track of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway, thereby preventing any Interchange of 
business originating on the line of the railway operated by the Des Moines & 
Kansas City, and destined to points along the line of the Chicago, RDck Island & 
Pacific Railway company, or the interchange of business originating on the line 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company destined to points along 
the line of the Des Moines & Kansas City railway. Further alleging that *^ ship- 
ments have been offered to the Des Moines & Kansas City railway destined to 
points west of said crossing on the line of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway; that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific has been requested to join in 
a connection, but that it refuses to make the same," and further alleging *^that 
the expense to the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company would not 
exceed $100." 

Afterguards, abDut the 25th day of March, 1897, the attention 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company was called 
to said application and a copy thereof transmitted, and about the 6th 
day of April, 1897, the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway com- 
pany, through its attorney, Mr. Carroll Wright, submitted in writing 
the objections of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway com- 
pany to the construction of said wye. 
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Mr. Wright states that 

It is true that the Chicago, Rock Island <Sc Pacific Railvray company has 
declined to make this connection for the following reasons, among others: that 
there is no town of any kind or character at the crossing; neither road has any 
station there; neither road sells tickets at that point, and neither road has any- 
body in charge to look after, take care of, or protect any cars that might be 
left at such crossing by either one of the lines. And also stating '* it was mani- 
fest that it would not do to switch cars onto such side-tracks without there being 
some one in charge at that point to look after the same." Also averring that 
''there is no necessity whatever for such connection, for the reason that the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific is enabled to take care of freight destined to any 
point on the Winterset branch by its own lines; that its territory is very much 
largeir than the Des Moines & Kansas City, and it reaches and can reach all the 
territory that is reached by the Des Moines & Kansas City; all freight destined 
to a point on the Winterset branch in carload lots can, in the nature of things, 
be likewise handled by the Rock Island. " And further averring ''that no freight 
in carload lots has ever been tendered to the Rock Island at this crossing, and in 
view of the limited length of line of the Kansas City road it is hardly probable 
that any amount of freight will ever be tendered to the Chicago, Rock Island <Sc 
Pacific railway at that point. That the Des Moines & Kansas City does not run 
into a territory that will enable it to bring to the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway at that crossing a sufficient amount of freight to warrant the expense of 
putting in the connection, let alone the expense that would be involved in the 
employment of parties to protect, care for and watch the same while on such con- 
necting track, and that it is obvious that such connection would be of no advan- 
tage whatever to the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway, therefore the 
expense of such connection and the employment of sufficient persons to watch the 
property should ba borne entirely by the Des Moines & Kaasas City railway, if it 
should be deemed expedient to require such connection." 

Mr. Felix T. Hughes, attorney of the Das Moines & Kansas City 
Railway company, replying to the statements of Mr. Wright, sub- 
mitted in writing, under date of April 20, 1897, the following: 

The Des Moines <& Kansas City Railway company are in receipt of a copy 
of the answer of Mr. Wright, attorney for the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company, stating reasons why that company should not be required to 
join in station facilities prayed for by the Kansas City company. The Kansas 
City company, in reply, begs leave to call the attention of your honorable board 
to the case of citizens of Winterset, St. Charles and Truro, Iowa, against the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, found in railroad commission- 
ers' report for 1892, at page 755, in which it will be seen that practically all the 
questions which are now raised by the Rock Island company, were in that case 
raised and held not sufficient as against the complaint of the petitioners therein 
for better passenger station facilities. Your honorable board found that at that 
time, February 4, 1892, that the travel to Indianola and Winterset, the county 
seats of Warren and Madison counties, was very considerable and this seems the 
only available route by rail. This petition was signed by 114 citizens of St. 
Charles, 79 from Truro and 109 from Winterset, setting forth the necessity for 
such better accommodations. Upon the hearing of t lat case your honorable board 
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ordered that a room not less than 14x16 feet should be provided and kept warm, 
lighted and opened for the ingress and egress of passengers a reasonable time 
before the arrival and after the departure of all trains carrying passengers. 
Such room to be made ready within ninety days from the entering of this decis- 
ion Your petitioner now shows that at that time the Kansas City road was a 
narrow gauge road, and was not in position to do general joint freight work, 
especially in carload lots. Since which time, however, it has been made a stand- 
ard gauge and connected in ownership and operation with the Keokuk <& Western 
Railway company. It will be observed by the general maps that many an 
important railway connection is made with this company, and while it may be 
true that the Des Moines company in 1892 was neither so **long" nor so ^^broad" as 
the Rock Island company, it is now as **broad" and with its connections with 
other railways in this country, possibly may reach as far and as many people as 
the ''great Rock Island route." But whether that be true or not the people of 
Iowa and other stated have the right to send their freight either in carloads or 
less than carloads over the Des Moines & Kansas City railway to Indianola, Win- 
terset and other points on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway, or over it 
to points on other connecting roads. It is shown in the original petition of our 
vice-president and general manager, Mr. Goodrich, that freight has been offered 
to the Kansas City company for points on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway and, no doubt, would be offered to the Rock Island company for points on 
the Kansas City line, if proper facilities were at hand for the safe and convenient 
interchange of business. It is respectfully submitted that the prayer of your 
petitioner be granted. 

The board fixed August 3, 1897, to inspect the crosslDg in ques- 
tion, and extended to each of the parties an opportunity to present 
such facts as they might deem material and pertinent to the matter 
under consideration, namely, the construction of the wye in question. 

Upon the date fixed Mr. Hitt, general superintendent of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, and other officers and 
employes of such company, and Mr. F. T. Hughes and Mr. A. Mc- 
Crae also appeared in behalf of the Des Moines & Kansas City 
Railway company, and all of the parties interested submitted to the 
board statements and the claims of the respective railway companies 
in regard to the construction of said wye and the public demands 
therefor, as well as the objections thereto 

The board, from a personal inspection and from knowledge 
obtained by official means, find the facts to be substantially as fol- 
lows: That the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway company is 
operating a line of railway beginning at the city of Des Moines and 
extending in a southerly direction to the town of Cainsville, in the 
state of Missouri, a distance of about 112 miles, this line being 
operated in connection with the Keokuk & Western railway, both 
lines being operated uider the same management; that what is 
known as the Winterset branch is operated by the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company, beginning at the city of Des 
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Moines and running in a southwesterly direction to the town of 
Winterset, a distanc 3 o f about f o r ty-seven miles. Thi ^ line, however, 
is operated in connection with the trunk liae of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway; that the Das Moiaes & Kansas City railway 
prior to November, 1896, was a narrow gauge liae, but that since that 
date it has been changed to a standard gauge and is now operated as 
such; that during the time said Des Moines & Kansas City railway 
was operated as a narrow gauge railway there was constracted at 
said crossing a wye or transfer trAck for the purpose of switching 
freight in carload lots to and alongside of the line of the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific railway, and that the ties, steel rails and other 
material used in the construction of said wye are now upon the road- 
bed and used in the operation of said wye; that some ps^ts of said 
roadbed have been removed by water; that there is a need of some 
new ties to make connection with the side-track of the Chicago, 
Roek Island & Pacific railv^ay; that the expense of repairing said 
wye and putting it in a reasonably fair condition for use and operation 
would not exceed $100, over and above the cost of the coanections; 
that during the year 1892 the board of railroad commissioners made 
an order that the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway company and 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company should con- 
struct and maintain a station at the crossing in question; that such 
station was constructed and is now maintaine i and in use by both of 
said railway companies, and that there is a person in charge of said 
station who is in the employ of both of sa'd companies. 

From correspondence submitted to. and received by this board 
from Alexandria, Mo , and Truro, Iowa, as well as other points along 
the lines of said railways, it is claimed that if the wye in question 
was constructed, lumber, coal and other products, which are situated 
along the line of the two railways, would, to a considerable amount, 
be shipped and handled over the Des Moines & Kansas City and the 
Keokuk & Western railways, destined to Indianola, Winterset and 
other points, and that shipments to a considerable amount would be 
transported over the Winterset branch of the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific railway, destined to points on the Des Moines & Kansas 
City and Keokuk & Western railways. 

It was urged in behalf of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way company that there would not be a sufficient amount of business 
interchanged between the two railways if the wye was constructed to 
justify the expense of constructing and maintaining it, and that all 
cars would have to be inspected by an inspector while upon the wye 
in question. 
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We have given this case the consideration, in our judgment its 
importance demards, and we have reached the unanimous conclusion 
that under the facts and conditions disclosed in the investigation of 
this question, and taking into consideration the small cost and 
expense necessary to complete said wye ready for operation, and the 
advantages thereof to the public doing business along the lines of 
the different railways, that it is our duty to make an order requiring 
the two railway companies to make the connection asked for, and 
that each railway company shall pay one-half of the additional 
expense ard cost necessary to complete said wye ready for use. 

It is, therefore, ordered by the board of railroad commissioners of 
the state of Iowa, that the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway com- 
pany shall', within sixty days from the date hereof, complete the 
connection asked for by a track built in a safe and proper manner, 
and well ballasted, on or near the location of the present wye as 
heretofore described, and when so completed, then the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway company shall at once, and without 
unnecessary delay, make the connection with its side or main track, 
as the case may be, and shall upon demand, pay to the said^Des 
Moines & Kansas City Railway company, one-half of the additional 
cost and expense thereof, after using whatever properfmateiial may 
be now there in the present wye, not, however, including the cost of 
connections with the track of either railway company; each railway 
company to furnish and make its own connection. 

Des Moines, Iowa, October 8, 1897. 



No. 1773—1897. 
M. C. Brown, et al., Waterloo, ' 
Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way Company and Illinois 
Central Railway Company. 



Application for a Wye, 



decision of the commissioners. 

About the twentieth day of June, 1897, there was filed in the 
office of the railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa, a petition 
signed by Mr. M. C. Brown and twenty-four others, wholesale mer- 
chants and manufacturers, all residents of the city of Waterloo, Iowa. 
The substance of the petition is as follows: 

Realizing the disadvantage under which we are placed on account of there 
being no means of interchanging carload husiness between the Illinois Central 
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and Chicago Great Western railroads, and knowing that if the matter was 
brought to your attention, you would order a connection between the two lines in 
the city of Waterloo, Iowa, we, the undersigned, representing Industries directly 
interested, do respectfully request that you take the matter up with the proper 
officials of the different companies and advise us at as early a date as possible 
whether or not they are willing to.establieh such a means of interchanging 
business, and in event of refusal of both or either of said companies, we request 
that you order the connection made. 

(Signed): M. C. Brown, wholesale crockery and glassware; J. B. Young, coal, 
wood and ice; F. E. Friend, secretary Neely-Bryant lumber company; Claus 
Junge, coal and wood; The H. H. Palmer Co., by A. L. Palmer, treasurer, whole- 
sale egg packers; J. R. Vaughan, implement and vehicle dealer; The Waterloo 
Gasoline Eni^ine Co., by E. D. Miller, manager; The Holzer & Erpelding Co., 
wholesale fruits; The Fowler Co. , wholesale grocers; Wangler Bros., wholesale 
druggists; The Waterloo Saddlery Co., wholesale saddlery; W. H. Bachman, 
wholesale implements; J. T. Coolidge & Co., wholesale aod retail dry goods; Cut- 
ler Hardware Co., per Whitaker, wholesale and retail hardware; P. S. Gose- 
viller, wholesale beer; The A. J. Cushman Co., creamery supplies; Beck, Nauman 
& Watts Co., lumber, sash and door factory; Herrick Refrigerator and Cold 
Storage Co., F. L. Northey, secretary, manufacturers of refrigerators, etc.; Thos. 
Cascaden, manufacturer of implement specialties; Davis Gasoline Co., maufactur- 
ers of gasoline engines; Henry Weis, manufacturer of egg cases; Bicker & Brat- 
rusher Lumber Co., wholesale and retail lumber; E. B. Walker, Waterloo Storage 
and Transfer company. 

That afterwards the board received the following communication 
dated Waterloo, Iowa, to the board of railroad commissioners, Des 
Moines, Iowa: 

Recently we signed a petition requesting the ordering of a **Y" between the 
C. G. W. R. R. and Illinois Central tracks in this city. A more careful investiga- 
tion of the subject leads us to believe that it is not for the best interest of this 
community to have the petition granted. Will you, therefore, kindly consider 
that our name is withdrawn from the petition asking for the orderirg of the *'Y?' 
We remain, Very respectfully. 

Smith, Lichty & Hillman Co. 
Geo. E. Lichty, 

Secretary. 

That the following remonstrance was also filed in the office of the 
railroad commissioners: 

To the Boardlqi Railroad Commissioners of Iowa: 

We the undersigned shippers and receivers of freight, and located on the line 
of the Illinois Central railroad, in Waterloo, Iowa, respectfully remonstrate 
against the petition before your honorable board asking that a ** Y " conoection 
be made between the Chicago Great Western railway and the Illinois Central 
railway in Waterloo, Iowa. 

We can see no reason why such connection should be ordered. The present 
facilities of shippers and handlers of freight in said city are now adequate, and 
probably more satisfactory than if switching charges were taxed to such persons: 
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Union Mill Co., milling and grain; Waterloo Produce Co., by P. J. Tied man, 
poultry packers; A. Zimmerman, wholesale liquor; Kelly & Langhill, well drill 
manufacturers; P. M. Shores, coal and wood; Meyers & Thee, lumber and coal 
dealers; Goodman & Son, foundry; A Gettelman, Brewing company's manager; C. 
H. Simmerbing, wholesale liquors; A. Wood & Sons, ice, coal and wood; A. H. 
Holt, Cedar valley manufacturer; J. T. Buskitt, Cedar valley manufacturer; 
Samuel Shilllam, stock shipper; S. P. Salisbury, Cedar Valley Manufacturing Co; 
A. Macfarlane, stone yard. 

That the board fixed August 4, 1897, as the time when this appli- 
cation should be heard, and the city of Waterloo as the place where 
such hearing should be had, due and timely notice thereof having 
been given all interested parties. 

That at the time and place fixed for said hearing all the parties 
interested therein were present. 

Messrs. Weis, Fowler, Smith, Vaughn and Cushman all made 
statements in regard to the wants and denands for a ^^Y" and in 
substance stated that in handling the merchandise in carload lots 
received at Waterloo, they were obliged to haul by team from one 
station to the other wheoever they desired to distribute and ship 
over a different line of railway than that upon which the carload was 
originally received. That in many instances it was necessary to 
have merchandise shipped from the south and west from points not 
reached by the Illiaois Central railroad, this being true more espe- 
cially in regard to the fruit trade. That when the shipments arrived 
at Waterloo in order to transfer to and transport over the Illinois 
Central, such transfers have to be made by team, and what is true in 
regard to shipments made over the Chicago Great Western railway 
it was claimed applied equally as well to merchandise received over 
the Illinois Central railroad that had to be shipped and distributed 
along the line of the Chicago Great Western Railway. It was also 
stated and represeated that nearly all of the wholesale merchants 
as well as those engaged ia the business of manufacturing were 
located upon one or the other of the different lines of railway enter- 
ing Waterloo. 

We find that Waterloo claims a population of about 12,000 inhabi- 
tants, that it is a growing and energetic city doing a large whole- 
sale and manufacturing business. That the place where it is pro- 
posed to construct a *'Y" is at a point beginning on Sycamore street 
immediately north of the tracks of the main line of the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company, thence running in a northwesterly 
direction until it reaches East Sixth street at or near a point where 
East Sixth street intersects with Water street; that said proposed 
"Y" crosses said East Sixth street diagonally in a northwesterly 
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direction until it reaches Water street, when it then ruHs in a north- 
erly direction until it intersects with the main track of the belt line 
of the Illinois Central railroad; that the distance it is proposed to 
construct the "Y" upon East Sixth street and Water street is over 
200 feet; that the real estate, other than the streets where it is pro- 
posed to construct said **Y" is owned by the Chicago Great Western 
Railway company and is occupied by a tenant engaged in the busi- 
ness of manufa6turing. Mr. Ham, the local agent of the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company at Waterloo, upon the hearing 
stAted and represented that such tenancy was subject to the control 
of the Chicago Great Western Railway compsmy, and that no objec- 
tion would be made by such tenant to the construction of said **Y" 
Bind that no damages would be claimed by either the Chicago Great 
Western Railway company or its said tenant for the land or prop- 
erty used in the construction of said proposed **Y" across the Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway company's real estate. 

It was stated upon the hearing by both railway companies that the 
substantial cost and expense of constructing such ^'Y" and making 
the connections therefor, including material and labor necessary for 
such construction, to be about $900. This was the estimate furnished 
by the engineer of the Chicago Great Western Railway company 
and admitted by the Illinois Central Railroad company to be sub- 
stantially correct 

That at the hearing Mr. atillivan also appeared for the petitioners 
and presented in an oral argument the claim of the petitlocers of the 
public necessity for such '*Y." 

The Illinois Central Railroad company was represented by Mr. J. 
T. Karahan, second vice-president, Mr. Benson and Mr. F. C. Piatt, 
attorney for the last named company. No evidence or other state- 
ments were offered by the Illinois Central Railroad company upon 
the hearing, except the remonstrances heretofore set out in this 
opinion, unless it might be a statement filed by a number of the city 
council of Waterloo, protesting against the construction of said *'Y." 

Mr. Piatt, in his argument, contended that as no authority was 
shown to have been given or granted by the city council of Waterloo 
for the laying of the tracks for the proposed *'Y" that the board of 
railroad commissioners would have no authority to make the order 
even if they should find that a public demand or necessity existed 
therefor. 

The statutes of this state extend to its cities and towns the power 
.and authority to either authorize or forbid the location and laying 
down of tracks for railways and street railways on all streets and 
3 
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alleys and public places therein, and allows the city council to say 
what streets, if any, shall be used for railway purposes and the 
extent and manner of the operation of such railways therein. 

From an examination of the ordinances of the city of Waterloo we 
find that no authority, either expressed or implied, has ever been 
granted to the Chicago Great Western Railway company and the 
Illinois Central Railroad company, or either of such railways to use 
the streets upon which it is proposed to build, construct and operate 
this ''Y." In fact we understand that no claim is ma,de that such 
authority has been granted or given by the city of Waterloo, and if 
we are to consider the communications received by this board from 
certain of the councilmen of said city, we would be justified in readily 
reaching the conclusion that no authority would be given for the 
construction of said ^'Y." As these communications express the 
individual sentiment and opinion only of such councilmen and not 
the formal action of the council as a body, we are inclined to believe 
that the only purpose for which such protests should be received is in 
regard to the question of the public necessity for such a **Y," and 
the inconvenience and danger that its construction and operation 
might occasion. However, we have reached the conclusion that in 
the absence of an ordinance or other authority granted or given by 
the city council of Waterloo to said railway companies or either of 
them for the construction and operation of said '*Y" upon its streets 
we would not have the power or autHority to make a valid order 
herein. 

The law provides that the orders of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners may be enforced by the courts of this state in a summary 
manner if such orders are reasonable. We are clearly of the opin- 
ion that an order to either or both of these railway companies to 
build, construct and operate the *'Y" in question without first having 
the authority from the city council to use the streets in question, 
would be unreasonable and unwarranted, and would be clearly beyond 
the authority of this board. 

We are, therefore, of the opinion that under the present conditions 
of this case, the claim of the petitioners must be denied with the right, 
however, to have a further hearing upon proper notice to all inter- 
ested parties, in case a proper showing is made therefor. 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 21, 1897. 
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No. 1774—1897. 
In the matter of the approval of an interlocking switch system or safety 

device at a grade crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and 

Wabash railroads at or near Belknap^ Iowa. 

Be it remembered, that oa the 3d day of August, 1897, the board 
of railroad coanuissioners of the state of Iowa inspected and exam- 
ined an interlocking switch system or safety device, equipped and to 
be operated jointly by the Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific Railway 
company and the Wabash Railroad company, at or near Belknap, 
Davis county, Iowa, and at a point where each of said railways 
crosses the other at grade, for the purpose of rendering it safe for 
engines and trains to pass over such crossing without stopping, and 
the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa, hereby 
approves the equipment of such interlocking switch system or safety 
device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commission- 
ers of the state of Iowa, and the secretary thereof, at the city of 
Des Moines, state of Iowa, this £th day of August, 1897. 
Attest: Charles L. Davidson, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, Chairman. 

Secretary. 

No. 1775—1897. 
In the m/xtter of approval of an interlocking svntch system, or safety device 

at grade crossing of Chicago^ Rock Island & Pa/cific and Chicago, Fort 

Madison & Des Moines Railways at Libertyville. 

Be it remembered, that the board of railroad commissioners on 
the 4th day of June, 1897, inspected and examined an interlocking 
switch system or safety device, equipped and to be operated jointly 
by the Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific Railway company and , the 
Chicago, Fort Madison & Des Moines Railway company, at or near 
Libertyville station, in the county of Jefferson, and state of Iowa, 
and at a point where each of said railways crosses the other at grade, 
for the purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass 
over such crossing without stopping, and the board of railroad Com- 
missioners of the state of Iowa, hereby approves the equipment of 
such interlocking switch system or safety device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, and the secretary thereof, at the city of 
Des Moines, state of Iowa, this lOth day of June, A. D. 1897. 
Attest: Charles L. Davidson, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, Chairm^an. 

Secretary. 
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No. 1776—1897. 
Samuel McClure, Lehigh, 

Mason City & Fort Dodge Rail- 
road Company, Brulington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company. 

Petition filed October 8, 1896. 

decision of commissioners. 

On October 8, 1896, there was filed the following petitition or 

letter: 

Lehigh, Iowa, October 6, 1896. 
Mr, W. W. AJnswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines^ 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I desire to bring to the attention of your honorable board a matter 
which I think should be remedied. The Mason City & Fort Dodge railroad 
crosses the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway at Clarion, Iowa, but 
they have no track connection at that point, although I understand land for that 
purpose was acquired by condemnation at the time the Mason City & Ft. Dodge 
railroad was builtT" There is considerable coal sold from this regiou to points on 
tlie Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern road which must be delivered to them 
at Belmond, causing an overcharge of from 5 to 30 cents per ton on all shipments 
destined to points west of Dows. I am not familiar with the law regarding the 
matter, but think there should be some way of compelling these roads to put in 
the connection, as it would be the means of reducing the cost of fuel to a great 
number of people, and would consequently be a public benefit. I have had the 
matter up with the Mason City & Fort Dodge railroad a number of times, but, so 
far, have been unable to get any satisfaction, and, as there does not seem to be 
any p^spect of relief, take the liberty of bringing the matter to the attention 
of your honorable board. Yours truly,* 

Samuel McClure. 

Copies of which were mailed October 16th to E. S. Hitchins, 
superintendent of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad company^ 
and to C. J. Ives, president of the Burlington, Cedar Bapids & North- 
em Railway company. 

On October 22, 1895, Mr. E. S. Hitchins replied, expressing a wil- 
lingness to **at any time bear our proportion of putting in a connec- 
tion at that point." 

November 23, 1896, Mr. C. J. Ives replied, saying: 

I cannot think there is a sufficient demand for this expenditure to warrant the 
building of this track. The two roads have been operating there for a number of 
years, and there has seemed to be no use of going to this expense. 
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Notices having been sent to Mr. McClure and to each of the rail- 
road companies interested, the commissioners visited Clarion on 
Friday, December 11, 1896, and made an inspection of the site of the 
proposed transfer track or **wye." The Mason City & Port Dodge 
Eailroad company was represented by B. S. Hitchins, superinten- 
dent. The Burlington, Cedar Bapids & Northern Railway company 
was not represented. 

There was filed with the board of railroad commissioners the fol- 
lowing table of rates showing the reductions in rates on coal from 
the Ft. Dodge coal fields to points in the northern part of the state, 
to ensue as a result of building this transfer track. 
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1.19 
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1.85 
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A statement of coal delivered to the Burlington, Cedar Bapids & 
Northern railway by the Mason City & Port Dodge railroad at Bel- 
mond for the months of September, October and November, 1896, 
and furnished for transfer at that point, made in response to an 
inquiry by the commissioners, shows that in September, eightsen 
cars were so delivered, thirty- seven cars in October and thirty- six 
cars in November. This statement also gives the destination of 
these cars, which was, in prActically every case, to points on the 
Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway north of Belmond. 

It is claimed by the petitioners that a transfer track at Clarion 
will in like manner, if not to a greater extent and amount, serve the 
necessities of the people living in the northern and western part of 
the state. 
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Section 1897 of the code of Iowa reads: 

Any railway corporation, operating a railway in this state, intersecting or 
crossing any other line of railway, of the same gauge, operated by any other com- 
pany, shall, by means of a Y, or other suitable and proper means, be made to 
connect with such other railway so intersected or crossed; and railway companies 
where railroads shall be so connected shall draw over their respective roads the 
cars of such connecting railway; and also those of any other railway or railways 
connected with said roads made to connect as aforesaid, and also the cars of all 
transportation companies or persons, at reasonable terms, and for a compensation 
not exceeding their ordinary rates. 

And chapter 24, laws Twentieth General Assembly, reads in part: 

Such corporations, connecting or intersecting as aforesaid, shall also, when- 
ever ordered by the railroad commission, se unite and connect the tracks of said 
several corporations as to permit the transfer from the track of one corporation 
to the other of loaded or unloaded cars designed for transportation upon both 
roads. 

The crossing in question is on a slight fill and is favorably situated 
for constructing the desired transfer connection. It is deemed by 
the commissioners that the building of such a transfer track is 
practicable; that the commercial necessities involved and the interests 
of the public are of sufBcient importance to require that the con- 
nection be made, and that the section of the code above quoted 
applies to this case. 

It is, therefore, ordered by the board of railroad commissioners of 
Iowa that the Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad company and the 
Burlington, Cedar Bapids & Northern Railway company shall, within 
ninety days after receiving this order, so unite and counect the 
tracks of the said corporations at or near Clarion, Iowa, as to permit 
the transfer from the track of one corporation to the other, of loaded 
or unloaded cars, and that the expense be equally borne by the 
corporations named. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, this 10th day of February, 1897. 



- Street crossing. 



No. 1777—1897. 
Town of Arcadia, Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago & Northwestern Rail- 
way Company. 
Petition filed October 9, 1896. 

decision of commissioners. 

On the 9th day of October, 1896, a petition was filed with the 
board of railroad commissioners by Mr. P. M. Powers, in behalf of 
the town of Arcadia, stating that the town of Arcadia is a municipal 
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corporation duly organized under the laws of the state and that the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company is operating its line of 
railway through the town of Arcadia, and that such railway crosses 
Florence street, being one of the streets of said town; that^ said 
street is duly platted and laid out as a street, and that the railway 
company has failed to construct at the point where said railway 
crosses Florence street, a good and suflcient crossing, and alleging 
that said crossing is fenced, and that the company refuses to open 
the same; that a request in writing had been made upon the railway 
company to open said street and put the same in good condition for 
travel by the public; that people residing in the immediate territory 
southwest of Arcadia would use this street in going to and from 
Arcadia. 

The matter was brought to the attention of the railway company 
and Judge N. M Hubbard, for the respondent, under date of October 
24, 1896, answered the claim of the town of Arcadia quite fully, and 
stated at some considerable length the position of the railway com- 
pany, which was, in substance, that the proposed crossing on 
Florence street was not necessary; that it would be a dangerous one 
both for those using the crossing as a highway, and the traveling 
public, as well as the employes of the railway company. 

The parties not being able to reach an amicable agreement the 
board fixed January 7, 1897, as the time of hearing at Arcadia and 
gave all interested parties due notice thereof. Upon that date the 
claims of the town of Arcadia were fully investigated. Dr. Beitenmann 
and the members of the council of the town of Arcadia presenting 
the claims of the town, and Judge Hubbard appearing for and in 
behalf of the railway company. 

From a personal inspection of the physical condition of the cross- 
ing in question, as well as all crossings now in use in said town, 
and the wants and demands for the opening of the street in question, 
the board finds the following to be substantially the facts in said 
case: That the track and roudbed of said railway extends about due 
east and west through said town, except the western portion thereof, 
where said track slightly deflects to the north; that the grade of said 
railway at its station in Arcadia and while passing through said town 
for about 500 feet west of said station, is about level, but that in 
approaching said station from each way there is a heavy grade; that 
Arcadia is a town of about 500 inhabitants, the business buildings of 
which are situated on the north side of the railway track, as well as 
the residence portion thereof, except five or six residences; that the 
streets are laid ouo in a northeasterly and southwesterly direction, 
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crossing said railway track diagonally and not at right angles; that 
Division street and Gault street extend through said town and across 
the railway track in a northeasterly direction; that the distance 
between the two crossings, that is, where Division and Gault streets 
cross the railway tracks^ is about 600 feet; that the railway crossing 
on Division street is an underground one, well constructed and ade- 
quate for all ordinary highway purposes, except wagons loaded with 
unbaled hay and similar merchandise; that the railway crossing on 
Gault street is at grade and is intersected by Center street, which 
extends across said railway track at grade, the two crossings form- 
ing a junction upon the railway's right of way, thereby making a 
crossing nearly double the width of an ordinary street crossing at 
this point; that Florence street is located on the westerly side of 
said town, and is the boundary line thereof; that there is a public 
highway extending east and west about one-half mile parallel with 
the railway, on the south side thereof, and west of Florence street, 
the north terminal of which highway intersects with said Florence 
street; that Florence street extends south from where it intersects 
with said highway for a distance of about 180 feet, forming a junc- 
tion and intersection with a street running east and west; that said 
public highway running parallel with said railway and that part of 
Florence street on the south side of the said railway track, together 
with the last named street, forms a public highway and thorough- 
fare that people residing in the immediate territory southwest of 
Arcadia use in going to and from Arcadia; that the plats introduced 
by both the town of Arcadia and the railway company show that 
Florence street has not been established across the company's right 
■ of way; that there is a deep cut in which the track of the railway is 
laid, beginning at Florence street and extending for some distance 
east; that on account of such cut or excavation the view of an 
approaching train from the east by the public attempting to cross 
the railway at this point from the north would be entirely or nearly 
obstructed; that about one-half mile west of Florence street there is 
a public highway running north and south extending to the south 
line of the right of way of the railway company, to intersect with 
the highway running east and west parallel with the railway track, 
being the same as hereinbefore referred to; that at a point directly 
opposite where the said highway running north and south, extends 
to the railway's right of way, is a suitable and convenient place 
where a roadway under the track of the railway company could be 
constructed without unnecessary or unreasonable expense, the nat- 
ural surface of the ground being much lower, than the established 
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grade of the railway company; that in case such nnderground cross- 
ing should be established it would involve the establishment of 
about 80 rods of highway, which would intersect with the estab- 
lished highway north of the railway track, which highway runs east 
and west and into and through the town of Arcadia; that if ^ such 
highway was established no necessity or public demand would exist 
for the Florence street crossing; that it was stated by the railway 
company that it is its intention to reduce and lower the grade at 
Arcadia, and then all street crossings would necessarily be over the 
railway, but no definite time was stated, or could be with any degree 
of accuracy by those representing the railway company, when such 
grade would be so reduced and lowered. 

We have reached the conclusion that we can not, at this time, 
grant the request of the petitioners in this case. Several objections 
to the establishment of this crossing were presented for the consid- 
eration of the commissioners, but which it seems unnecessary at this 
time to consider. It is sufficient to say that, in the opinion of the 
board, it would have no authority whatever to pass upon the ques- 
tions submitted, wbeQ it appears that the town of Arcadia has failed 
to establish Florence street across and over the right of way of the 
railway company. The town of Arcadia, as we understand it, has 
exclusive jurisdiction over its streets and alleys, and until it has by 
proper proceedings, established a street over the right of way of the 
railway company, we are not clothed with the power or authority to 
pass upon the questions submitted in this case and grant the relief 
therein demanded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, February 18, 1897. 



No. 1778—1897. 
Citizens of New Boston, 

V. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe . 

Railway Company, and St. ' ^^^^ ^^^ ' 
Louis, Keokuk & Northwest- 
ern Railway Company. 
Petition filed October 13, 1896. 

DECISION OP COMMISSIONERS. 

On the 13th day of October, 1896, petition was presented to this 
board signed by A. J. Walter and sixteen others, asking that the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company and the St. Louis, 
Eeokuk & Northwesjiern Railway company be compelled to build at 
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the railway crossing of the two roads at or sear New Boston, a 
union depot, as provided by the code. The attention of the respec- 
tive railway companies was called to such petition with the request 
that they comply with the prayer thereof. The railway companies 
replied by stating that a joiut station would be impracticable at that 
crossing on account of oue road passing above the other and that 
the business of the station would not justify them in maintaining a 
joint station at that point. It appearing to the board that no mutual 
agreement could be reached between the petitioners and the railway 
companies proper, timely notice was given the interested parties 
that the board would meet them at New Boston on the 3d day of 
February, 1897; that on the last named date the board, together with 
the officials of the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern Railway com- 
pany and of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company^ 
made a thorough examination into the merits of the application as 
well as the condition of the depots and grounds thereof and the 
shipping facilities of both railways. No formal appearance was 
made in behalf of the petitioners. The conditions at the stations 
of the respective railways and the facts in regard to the request of 
the petitioners are about as follows: That the station grounds and 
depots are about one mile from each other; that the St. Louis, 
Keokuk & Northwestern railway station is located within a very 
short distance from the business portion of the town of New Boston, 
and which town contains about 300 inhabitants and is situated about 
fifteen miles from the city of Keokuk; that no complaint was made 
against the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern Railway company or 
the facilities for the shipping and handling of freight or accom- 
modation extended to passengers; that this station is located about 
one-half mile from the railway crossing; that the station of the 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company is situated on its 
right of way about one mile from the town of New Boston, and not 
within the corporate limits thereof; that no complaint is made as to 
the character of the building or the facilities thereof for receiving 
and handling freight or passengers; that the business transacted by 
the respective railways at the town of New Boston is very light; 
that it was estimated that the business transacted for the year 1896 
at the town of New Boston by the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway company did not exceed |200, and that the business for the 
same length of time on the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern rail- 
way would not exceed $300; that the limited amount of business is 
accounted for largely by the proximity of the town of New Boston 
to the cities of Keokuk and Fort Madison; that the Atchison, Topeka 
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& Santa Fe railway passes under the St. Louis, Keokuk & North- 
western railway at the railway crossing, the Atchison, Topeka <fe 
Santa Fe line of railway being laid in a cut twenty to twenty-five 
feet below the other railway; that this cutextends for quite a distance 
each way; that at the point of under-crossing the Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Pe is constructed on about a five degree curve, thereby 
obstructing the view of approaching trains, except for at a short 
distance; that the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern crosses upon 
and at the natural surface of the ground and at this point is inter- 
sected by a well traveled and well established public highway; that 
it was estimated by the officials of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway company that the expense of moving its station, construct- 
ing stairways and platforms and other things necessary to maintain 
a station at this crossing would involve an expense of about $1,000; 
that the construction of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe railway 
was subsequent to that of the St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 
railw^iy; that we find as a further fact existing at this time, that 
there is no public or private highway or right of way established or 
extending to the station of the said Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway company, and that passengers and other persons having 
business at said station have no means of going to and from said 
station except by the mere sufferance of the land owners, and that 
such land owners are constantly making objections to such passen- 
gers and other people having business at said station passing over 
their private property. These are all of the material facts that the 
board deem pertinent to this case. 

The statute of this state provides, among other things, tbat '*all 
railroad corporations shall at all points of connection, crossing or 
intersection with the roads of other corporations, unite with such 
corporations in establishing and maintaining suitable platforms and 
station houses for the convenience of passengers desiring to transfer 
from one road to the other and for the transfer of passengers and 
baggage or freight, whenever the same shall be ordered by the rail- 
road commission." No question is made by either of the railway 
companies respecting the right of the railroad commission to make 
the order requested in this case on the ground that the railway cross- 
ing is not at grade, therefore we do not at this time pass upon or 
determine that question. From the showing made in this case and 
from a personal investigation of the physical condition of the two 
roads at the point of crossing, as well as the amount of business 
transacted by each at their respective stations, taking into consider- 
ation the amount of travel and other business carried on or transacted 
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at these stations within the last year, and the expense necessary to 
move, construct and maintain the joint station at this crossing, we 
have arrived at the conclusion that it would be unreasonable for the 
railroad commission, at this time, to make an order for a joint station 
at this point. 

We are not disposed to dismiss the hearing at this time for other 
reasons, which we will proceed to briefly state. The Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company has constructed its station at 
a point upon its right of way not accessible by any public or private 
right of way, and passengers desiring to take passage upon the 
trains of said company, or those who wish to leave the same at this 
station, have no safe, convenient or other means of going to or leav- 
ing such station. It will be observed that this station is not within 
the corporate limits of the town of New Boston, and the inhabitants 
thereof or persons having business at this station have no means of 
redress or remedy for the unusual conditions found at this station, 
except by petition to the board of supervisors of Lee county, and 
under the statutes of this state such board may or may not grant the 
right to establish a highway to this station, such board having 
discretionary power in matters of establishment of highways. Should 
the passengers of the railway company be placed in such an unfortu- 
nate condition as the following: Suppose a passenger oa the com- 
pany's line of railway takes passage upon one of its trains for New 
Boston. Would he not have the right to reasonably expect, at least, 
that when he alighted from the train at New Boston, it being a 
regular station of the company, that some safe, convenient and 
adequate means had been provided for him to leave such station? 
And if the public had provided no right of way for such passenger 
to go to or from such station, then would it not be the plain and 
unmistakable duty of the railway company to provide the necessary 
means therefor? This board would not be obliged to go outside of 
the usual and ordinary daily transactions of passengers and those 
having business with the railway company to illustrate the force and 
reasonableness of its position upon this branch of the case. Suppose 
any passenger unacquainted with the peculiar conditions of this 
station should leave the company's train at this point, such passenger, 
whether man, woman or child, might be able, under ordinary condi- 
tions, to travel with safety and comfort, and yet would, under the 
conditions existing at this station, be wholly unable to successfully 
contend with and overcome the obstacles and diflculties confronting 
them. However, we express no opinion upon this branch of the case 
at this time. 
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We have reached the conclusion that this case ought to be con- 
tinued for at least a reasonable time, with the right of anyone who 
may show that he has an interest .therein, to ask for a further hear- 
ing thereof, and if no proper or suitable means of reaching the 
station of this company as it is now located has been provided, it 
may then be necessary to have such station removed and maintained 
at the railway crossing, at which point there is a well established 
highway. 

Des Moines, Iowa, February 11, 1897. 



No 1779—1897. 
In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch system or safety device 
at grade crossing of Chicago^ Burlington & Quincy and Chicago, Bock 
Island & Pacific railways at Ottumwa, Iowa, 

Be it remembered, that the board of railroad commissioners on 
the first day of October, 1897, inspected and examined an interlock- 
ing switch system or safety device, equipped and to be operated 
jointly by the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company and 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near 
Ottumwa station, in the county of Wapello and state of Iowa, and at 
a point where each of said railroads crosses the other at grade, or 
the purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over 
such crossing without stopping, and the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa hereby approves the equipment of such 
interlocking switch system or safety device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa and the secretary thereof, at the city of 
Des Moines, state of Iowa, this second day of October, A. D. 1897. 

Charles L. Davidson, 
Edward A. Dawson, 
Attest: Commissioners, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 



No. 1780—1897. 

PETITION FOR CONDEMNATION PROCEEDINGS AT OSKALOOSA, lOWA, 
BY THE IOWA CENTRAL. RAILWAY COMPANY. 

In the matter of the petition of the Iowa Central Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands for additional depot grounds 
in the city of Oskaloosa, state of Iowa, the board of railroad com- 
missioners of the state of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the appli- 
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cation of the Iowa Central Bsbilway company to this board, stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter 
more particularly described for additional depot grounds, for the use 
of said company, the commissioners proceeded in conformity with 
law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby 
certify that, in the opinion of the board of railroad commissioners, 
the additional lands described in said application are necessary for 
the reasonable transaction of the business, present and prospective, 
of such railway company, to- wit: 

Commencing at the northwest corner of block No. two (2) io Talbott's addition 
to the city of Oskaloosa, Iowa, running thence east sixty (60) feet, thence south one 
hundred and thirty-six and one-half (136i) feet, thence west sixty (60) feet, thence 
north one hundred and thirty-six and one-half (136i) feet to the place of beginning* 

In witness whereof the said board of railroad commissioners have 
caused this certificate to be executed and duly signed and attested by 
its secretary, with instruction that the same be filed with the clerk 
of the district court of Mahaska county, state of Iowa. 

Done atDes Moines, lowdr, October 23, 1897. 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary of the Board of Railroad Oommissioners of the State of Iowa. 



No. 1781—1897. 
In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch system or safety 
device at grade crosssing of Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific and Burling- 
ton, Cedar Bapids db Northern railways at Davenport, Iowa. 

Be it remembered, that the board of railroad commissioners on the 
4th day of November, 1897, inspected and examined an interlocking 
switch system or safety device equipped and to be operated jointly 
by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company and the 
Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company at or near 
Davenport station in the county of Scott and state of Iowa, and at a 
point where each of said railroads crosses the other at grade, for the 
purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over such 
crossing without stopping, and the board of railroad commissioners 
of the state of Iowa hereby approves the equipment of such inter- 
locking switch system or safety device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, at the city of Des Moines, state of Iowa, 
this 5th day of November, A. D. 1897. 

C. L. Davidson, 

Chairman. 
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No. 1782—1897. 
In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch or safety device at 
grade crossing of Chica^Of Bock Islq/nd & Pacific and Chicago, Milwau- 
kee dh St. Paul railways at Neola, Iowa, 

Be it remembered, that the board of railroad commissioners on 
the fifth day of November, 1897, inspected and examined an inter- 
locking switch system or safety device, equipped and to be operated 
jointly by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company and 
the Chicago, Milwaukee & Sb. Paul Railway company, at or near 
Neola station, in the county of Pottawattamie and state of Iowa, and 
at a point where each of said railroads crosses the other at grade, 
for the purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass 
over such crossing without stopping, and the board of railroad com- 
missioners of the stite of Iowa hereby approves the equipment of 
such interlocking switch system or safety device as aforesaid 

Doae under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, at the city of Das Moines, state of Iowa, 
this fifth day of November, A. D. 1897. 

C. L. Davidson, 

Chairman. 

No. 1783—1897. 
In the matter of the approval of the interlocking svHtch system or safety 
device at grade crossing of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy and 
Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific railways, at Fairjkld, Iowa. 

Be it remembered, that the bowd of railroad commissioners on 
the 80th day of November, 1897, inspected and examined an inter- 
locking switch system or safety device, equipped and to be operated 
jointly by the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy and the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway companies, at or near the city of Fairfield, 
Jefferson county, Iowa, and at a point where each of said railroads 
crosses the other at grade, for the purpose of rendering it safe for 
engines and trains to pass over such crossings without stopping, and 
the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa hereby 
approves the equipment of such interlocking switch system or safety 
device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the state of Iowa, and the secretary thereof, at the city of 
Des Moines, state of Iowa, this 1st day of December, A. D. 1897. 
Attest: Charles L. Davidson, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, Chairman. 

Secretary. 
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GASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE. 



0. 1784—1897. 
J. C IIAY140NP, iVTTOi^^fEJy Kos- 
suth County, Alqqk^, 

V. 

Burlington, Cepar Rapjds & 
NopTpEi^N Railway Company. 



Highway crossings. 



July 10, 1895, Mr. J. C. Rayn^o^d, county Sfcttprney of Kossuth 
county, begun the following proceedings before the board: 

To the RaHrQad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

The undersigned respeptfuUy represent that a public highway ha9 been ai^d is 
now established along and between sections 19 and 20, township 94, range 30, in 
Kossuth county, Iowa; that the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway 
crosses said highway on the section line between sections 19 and 20-94-30; that 
said highway has not as yet been opened to pul^lic travel, but now it h^s become 
necessury to use said road for the convenience of the public and for the use of 
such persons as reside in the vicinity; that s^id road has been worked on this line 
of road and has been used by the public for a number of years except as across 
a^^id railway; that said railway has been notified by the proper authorities to put 
in a crossing on and over their said railway i^nd permit the public to cross the 
same and has neglected and refused to put in a crossing, and jour petitioners 
request that you will fully lavesblgate said matters as herein stated, and order 
said ri^ilway to put in said crossing and remove all obstructions from their right 
of way that interfere with travel thereon. 

There are two other crossings in the same township in like condition. 

Henry Bell, 
John Mertz, 
W. A. Scott, 
Trustees of said township, 
J. C. Raymond, 

County Attorney, 

President C. J. Ives was furnished a copy of Mr. Raymond's com- 
plaint with the request to **mc|ike early reply." No reply having 
been received, on July 29th he was again asked to '^advise the com- 
missioners of your conclusion," and Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent, 
replied as follows: 
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Cbdar Rapids, Iowa, August 2, 1896. 
Mr. W. W, Ainsworthj Secretarj Board oi Railroad Comtaissionera, Des Moines^ 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I desire to acknowledge receipt of two communications from your 
honorable board, one of which enclosed copy of petition of Henry Bell, John 
Mertz and W. A. Scott, trustees, and J. C. Raymond, county attorney of Kossuth 
county, asking your honorable body to intercede to secure the opening of a public 
highway across our track on the section line between sections 19 and 20, township 
94, range 30, west of the 5th P. M., in Kossuth county. 

The only reason the request of your petitioners has not been complied with 
heretofore is that this proposed road if conveyed across our track on the section 
line would strike a twenty foot iron girder bridge over the creek that runs across 
the section line at that point. It would be both unjust and unreasonable for the 
officials of Kossuth county to expect us to maintain a crossing at that point, and 
it would be utterly impracticable to do so. We would be very glad to entertain 
any reasonable suggestions looking towards conveying the highway across the 
track at some other point near that vicinity off of the section line, and would act 
on any reasonable recommendations that the board might see fit to make to 
accomplish that end. 

I enclose you a plat that will give you a general view of the highway as it 
would cross our line as now located. Yours truly, 

W. P. Brady, 
General Agent, 

A copy of Mr. Brady's statement was sent Mr. Baymond, accom- 
panied by the following letter: 

Dear SiR^-Enclosed please find copy of the reply of the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids &• Northern Railway company to the petition of Henry Bell, et al.^ ask- 
ing the opening of a public highway across their track on the section line 
between sections 19 and 20, township 94, range 30, to which your attention and 
further answer, if you have anything more to lay before the board, are requested. 
The company transmits with its reply a tracing of that portion of township 94 
comprising the locality in question, the tracing showing that the proposed high- 
way **woald strike a bridge over the creek that runs across the section line at 
that point." A copy of this tracing will be forwarded upon request, but it is pre- 
sumed that you are entirely familiar with the locality, and that the copy will not 
be necessary to a full understanding of the situation. 

And under date of August 5th, Mr. Baymond submitted this 
statement: 

Gentlemen— In reply to yours of the third, in relation to Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company opening highway across their railway 
between sections 19 and 20, towashlp 94, range 30, will state that the railway com- 
pany at the time of the construction of their road had actual knowledge of this 
highway, and with this knowledge put in their bridge in about the center of the 
highway. That th is b? idge is c vt r a lii tie ravine or draw, and could have just as 
well been put in at ei^ her side of this highway as to be located where it is. There 
is no creek or channel there, nothing but a lit le flat draw without banks. Under 
these circumstances it seems to us that it would be less expense for the railway, 
and th tt they ough^ to move their little bridge out of the highway and construct 
a crossing where we contend that it should be. 
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If we should cause the highway to ba altered to go around their bridge, it 
would entail an expense upon us about equal to what it would cause the railroad 
company to move their bridge, and would cause the traveling public during the 
endless ages to come to travel around this little bridge which the railway has put 
in the ceater of the road, causing time aad expense not easily computed. We 
insist that the railway company remove their bridge from the limits of this high- 
way and construct a proper crossing for the use of the public. 

We think that under the circumstances that they should do this. I have 
never personally seen the locatioa of this bridge, but I understand from persons 
who know that there will be no trouble in making a crossing at this place, that 
the grade would be no higher, or about the same as it would be if we moved the 
highway around this little bridge of the railway. J. C. Raymond. 

This further communication from Mr. Raymond was, oa August 
15th, submitted to Mr. Brady with this suggestion: 

After noting the enclosed, pleas 3 make any further statements relative to 
this case you may deem advisable, and send the same to the board at an early 
day. 

The case rested here until Sep ember 3d, when Mr. Raymond was 
advised as follows: 

Dear sir— Again, referring to the petition of Henry Bell, et a/., in regard to 
crossing over the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern, please advise by early 
mail whether you have had any further correspondence with the oflBLcials of that 
company, and whether the case has been adjusted. If not, the members of the 
board w 11 visit the locality if necessary, and suggest that you make a date any 
time afier next week, except the 24th inst. 

Very re^jpectfuUy yours, W. W. AINSWORTH, 

By order of the board. Secretary. 

In reply to the proposition to visit the locality, Mr. Raymond 
says, on September 16th: 

I have received a letter from the superintendent at Eagle Grove, st Siting he 
had reached an agreement with the people of Garfield township, which settles 
the diflQculty, and the crossing will be put in. With many thanks for your assist- 
ance, (signed) J. U. Raymond. 

This will close the case. 



C. 1785—1897. 
W. P. Warner, Luana, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. 
Railway. 



- Insufficient depot grounds. 



On July 25, 1896, the following complaint was filed with the com- 
missioners: 

Luana, Iowa, July 23, 1896. 
Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — I, the undersigned 'person, living near the town of Luaaa, Clay- 
ton county, Iowa, situated on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway, hereby 
call your attention to the extreme lack of accommodation for loading and unload** 
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ing freight at Luana. There is but thirty feet allowed the people in which to 
load and unload freight. 

While unloading a car of corn a few days ago the railway company set the car 
of cdrn aside and placed another car in its place, to be loaded with butter, which 
hindered two men and two teams one-half day. 

Your petitioner asks of you if there is no way whereby the people of Luana 
and vicinity cannot have better accommodations for loading and unloading freight. 

Hoping that your honorable body will investigate the matter and see that 
justice is given the people, I remain Yours truly, 

W. F. Warner. 

A copy of this complaint was sent to Mr. A. J. Earling, vice-presi- 
dent and general manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Bailway company, and on August 18, 1896, his reply was received. 

It was as follows: 

Chicago, August 12, 1896. 
I am in receipt of your letter of the 27tli ult. in reference to the complaint 
made by W. F. Warner, of Luana, Iowa. In reply I beg to say that there has 
been some question as to the ownership of the depot grounds, but 1 think it has 
now been arranged so that there will be ample room to handle all the business 
that is likely to come to that station — at any rate the company will see that proper 
facilities are afforded, and to that end will, if necessary, move the depot in order 
to provide sufficient depot grounds. Yours truly, 

A. J. Earling, 
Second Vice-Preaident and General Manager, 

A copy of which was sent August 13, 1896, to the complainant. 
His reply is as follows: 

Luana, Iowa, August 26, 1896. 
Board of Railroad Commiasionera: 

GEa^TiiEMEN— In reply to yours of the 13th, will say that I have taken time to 
look the matter up and I find that to get to track marked 66 feet that we have to 
cross private property and the creamery company have been notified that action 
for trespass will be commenced if they use the ground for loading or unloading; 
that leaves the space of 30 feet for use. I send you plat of the railroad track, etc., 
showing situation. If the railroad company will defend us in action, if aoy, in 
the 66 feet it would answer, but to be obliged to back heavy loads to the track in 
30 feet is close work. Yours truly, 

W. P. Warner. 

A copy of this letter was sent to Mr. Earling and he replied, say- 
ing: 

Chicago, September 5, 1896. 
Mr. W» W, AJnawortbj Secretary Board of Railroad Commisaioners, Dea Moinea, 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am in receipt of your letter of the 27th ult., in reference to the 
complaint of "W. F. Warner, of Luana, Iowa. Upon further investigation it 
appears that these complaints are the result of a quarrel between Burgess and 
Warner, and that it is not so much a question of room as it is of a dispute between 
these two parties. 
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We will see to it that there is sufflcient room proTided tti handle the businesB 
at this station, and if we find that we do not own the ground referred to, and can 
not acquire it at A reasonable flgfnre, we will move the depot to another location. 
Yours truly, A. J. Eabling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

The oomplainant was advised by letter dated September 9, 1896, 
as to the position the railway had taken, and in reply he s^nt the 
following communication: 

LUANA, Iowa, September 16, 1796. 
To the Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

Dear Sirs— In regard to your letter of the 13th inst. we wish to state that it 
is not in regard to any difficulties between Messrs. Burgess and Warner, but you 
will find, if you will take the trouble to investigate, that the entire public is inter- 
eited in the matter. 

The superintendent of the railroad company has been here and secured of Mr. 
Burgess the privilege of the use of the ground, 66 feet west of depot, for the next 
sixty days, commencing September 1, 1896, after which time we will again be con- 
fined to the space of <M) feet east of depot, the same as we have been for the past 
six months. If the honorable board will send a man up here to investigate we 
will furnish you ample evidence that the above statement is true. 

Respectfully, W. F. Wraneb, 

C. C. Miller, 
and ten others. 

And the following letters and telegram were addressed to General 
Manager Earling: 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 18, 1896. 
Mr, A, J. Earling f General Manager Chicago , Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Cont^ 

panjj ChicagOf HI.: 

Dear Sir— The commissioners are again in receipt of a letter from parties at 
Luana in regard to the condition of the depot grounds— that is, that the land you 
have is entirely inadequate to properly conduct the business of shipping, receiv- 
ing and handling freight at that station. The commissioners are also informed^ 
that you have leased additional ground, but only for sixty days. The board trusts 
you may see your way clear to grant the people of that locality the necessary 
ground and room to conveniently transact the railway business at that place. 
The commissioners note what you say about the trouble between certain persons 
there, but it is stated that this is not the cause of the demand for more room. 

This is a small matter and it is hoped that the case may be amicably arranged 
between the railway company and its patrons without the further aid or assistance 
of thJs board. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

By order of the board. Secretary. 

October 30, 1896. 
Mr, A, J, Earling^ General Manager Chicago^ Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com" 

pany, Chicago^ HI : 

D^AR Sir — Kindly note letter from this office under date of September 18th in 
reference to station grounds at Luana, and state at an early convenience whether 
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the case has been adjusted, in order that, if so, proper entries may be made upon 
the records of the office and the case closed. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. Ainswobth, 

Secretarj, 
[Telegram.] 

DBS MoiNBS, Iowa, Noyember 10, 1897. 
Mr, A. /. Barling, Vice-President and General Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St, 
Paul Railway Company, Chicago, 111. : 

Will you kindly reply to letters of 18th and 30th ult. ? For the commission. 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

Chicago, November 10, 1896. 
Mr, W, W, Ainsworth, Secretary Board of Railroad Commiaaioners, Dea Moines^ 
Iowa: 

Dear Sib— Referring to your telegram of this date. I have deferred answer- 
ing your letter for the reason we are negotiating for the purchase of some prop- 
erty at Luana, Iowa. I now expect the matter will be closed within the next 
week or ten days. I would prefer that nothing be said to the complainants at 
Luana of our negotiations for the purchase of the property, otherwise it may cost 
us more than it should. 

I will advise you when the matter is closed. 

Yours truly, A. J. Earling, 

' Second Vice-President and General Manager, 

Des Moines, December 21, 1896. 
Mr, A, J, Barling, General Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com- 
pany, Chicago, 111. : 

Dear Sir— Kindly see yours of November 10th regarding the situation at 
Luana and advise the commissioners at an early convenience whether this matter 
has been adjusted as, if so, they desire to close the case for insertion in their 
forthcoming annual report, now in preparation. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

Chicago, December 26, 1896. 
Mr. W. W. Ainsworth, Secretary, etc., Des Moines, Iowa: 

The matter of insufficient passenger platform at Luana, Iowa, referred to in 
your letter of the 17th is receiving attention. The agent at this station states 
that there is no cause for complaint, that the platform is ample in length and is 
satisfactory in every way. I have, however, instructed the superintendent to 
make a personal examination of it the first time he passes over that portion of 
the line. Yours truly, A. J. Earling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 29, 1896. 
Mr. A, J. Barling, General Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St, Paul Railway Com- 
pany, Chicago, 111. : 

Dear Sir— To yours of the 26th inst , in reference to length of platform, etc., 
at Luana, I am Instructed to suggest in reply that should it appear upon investi- 
gation that the platform is of sufficient length, it would seem that in such case 
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that pains should be taken to either pull the cars carrying passengers to the plat- 
form or to such point that alighting therefrom will be both s *fe and coavenieot 
for the public. Very respectfully yours, 

For the commission. W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

LUANA, Iowa, January 5, 1897. 
To the Board ofRiilrond Commissioners, Des Moines^ Iowa: • 

Gentleme(7 — In regard to the grounds at Luana for loading and unloading 
freight they remain the same as when I first wrote you some months since, except 
that Mr. Burgess has given them leave to use the space of 66 feet for a short time. 
You will remember that I sent you plat of track and grounds; also, as I thought, 
ample proof that there was no fight between Mr. Burgess and myself in the mat- 
ter. Now can you do anything for us to that we may have a fair amount of room? 
If 'you need proof on any point shall be glad to furnish it. 

Yours truly, W. F. Warner. 

^ Des Moines, Iowa, February 25, 1897. 

Mr, A, J. Earlingj General Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St, Paul Railway Com- 
pany, Chicago, 111 : 

Dear sir— The commissioners have again had before them the question of 
the settlement of whatever difiiculties there may exist at Luana in reference to 
iosufQcient station grounds, and there is sent you herewith copy of a communica- 
tion from W. F. Warner in regard to the subject. Your letter of December 22d 
seemed to indicate an early settlement of the matter. If this has been accom- 
plished, will you kindly advise the commissioners to that effect? 
Very respectfully yours. 
For the commission. W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretaty, 

Chicago, March 1, 1897. 
Mr, W. W, Ainsworth, Secretaty, etc, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to yours of the 25th ult. We have finally succeeded in 
concluding the purchase of additional land at Luana, and believe that in the 
future there will be no cause for complaint on account of insufficient station 
grounds. Yours truly, A. J. Earlinq, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager, 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 27, 1897. 
Mr, W, F, Warner, Luana, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I nm directed to say that this office has advices from the general 
manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee So St. Paul Railway company, that the com- 
pany has succeeded in concluding the purchase of land at Luana for additional 
station grounds. Will you kindly inform the board whether the present situation 
meets the desires of your people? Awaiting an early reply, I am, 
Yours very respectfully, 

W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

Luana, May 1, 1897. 
Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

Gentlemen— Yours of April 27th at hand. Will say in reply that everything 
is 0. k. at this end of the railroad. Thanks. 

Yours truly, W. F. Warner. 

Glosinfa: the case. 
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C. 1786—1897. 
Nathan Moore, Van MeterJowa, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific. 



Overcharge — interstate. 



A representative of Mr. Nathan Moore, of Van Meter, Iowa, 
oalled in person upon the board and stated that he had been over- 
charged on car of wheat to Chicago. 

Some correspondence followed, which resulted in the matter being 
laid before the freight department of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railway, at Chicago, in the following letter: 

February 20, 1897. 
Mr. /. M. Johnson^ General Freight Agent Chicago^ Rock Island & Paci£c Railway 

Company^ Chicago^ 111, : 

Dear Sir — There is enclosed herewith for your inyestigation and return, the 
statement of Mr. Nathan Moore, of Van Meter, concerning alleged overcharge on 
car of wheat from his point to Chicago. You will observe, by noting my letters 
to him, that I asked him to send in receipted expense bill, but in his reply he 
states that the enclosed account sales is all he has ever had, the expense bill, 
doubtless, being with the commission house, in Chicago. With return of all 
papers will you kindly make such reply thereto as the facts will warrant, in order 
that complainant may be correctly advised in regard to the case? 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

Mr. Johnson, freight traffic manager of the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific, referred the case to Freight Auditor Crosby, who reported 
that— 

* * * The shipment was originally billed in error by our agent at Van 
Meter at 19 cents per hundred, this being the rate on oats and barley.' The 
charges were properly set up to wheat tariff rate, 22 cenbs, and the amount 
collected in accordance. There is no overcharge on the shipment, the charge 
assessed being our regular published tariff rate. Yours truly, 

Geo. H. Crosby, 
Freight Auditor, 

Mr. Johnson communicated the above facts to the board and Mr. 
Moore was advised of the facts in the following letter, which closes 

the case: 

April 30, 1897. 
Nathan Moore, Van Meter, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Sometime since you laid before this board a statement that you 
considered that you had been overcharged on car of wheat from your point to 
Chicago. Replying thereto I have to advise you that the matter was taken up by 
this office with the Chicago, Hock Island & Pacific Railway company, and care- 
fully examined by them, and in reply they state: ^^ The shipment was originally 
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billed in error by our agent at Van Meter, at 19 cents per hundred, this being the 
rates on oats and barley. The charges were properly set up to wheat tariff rates 
22 cents, and amount collected in accordance. There is no overcharge on the 
shipment, the charge assessed being our regular published tariff rate. I hope 
this explanation will be satisfactory to Mr. Moore." 

You will note the fact th<ftt the parties s&ate that the goods were shipped at 
the regular published tariff rates, and this being interstate business, over which 
the commission has no control, the board will be unable to aid you further. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretaty, 



C. 1787-1897. 

Wm. Hutchinson, County Attor- 
ney, Sioux County, Iowa, 

V. 

Sioux City & Northern Rail- 
way. 



- Highway crossing near Maurice. 



On October 6, 1896 the fallowing complaint was filed by Hon. 
William Hutcninson, county attorney of Sioux county, Iowa: 

Orange City, Iowa, October 3, 1896. 
Secretary Railway Commission^ Des MoineSy Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Complaint is made to me and the board of supervisors of this 
county that the public highway is impassable over the Sioux City & Northern 
railway on section line between sections 8 and 17, and being the highway between 
the Sioux City & Northern railway depot and the elevator in the town of Maurice, 
running east and west. They complain that the west approach is so steep that a 
team cannot get up and over the track with a load. The board, by resolution, 
directed me to complain and ask the board of railway commissioners to have it 
repaired Yours truly, 

Wm Hutchinson, 
County Attorney, 

A copy of this complaint was sent to Mr. S. J. Baals, receiver of 
the Sioux City & Northern Railway company, and his reply was as 
follows: 

Sioux City, Iowa, October 20, 1896. 
W. W, Ainswortbf Esq , Secretary Board of Railroad Commissiofiera, Des Moines^ 

Iowa: 
a Dear Sir— I beg to acknowledge receipt of your favor of the 16th inst., with 
enclosure from Mr. William Hutchinson, county attorney, in reference to a cross- 
ing over our road at Maurice station. This crossing in question is in precisely 
the same shape as it has been ever since the road has been operated — that is since 
Jaauary, 1890 — ^and I have not heard of any complaint having been made before 
this time. The road approaches our track from low ground and there is really 
nothing that we can do to improve the crossing unless the road outside of our 
right of way is raised. If this were done we might possibly raise the road over 
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where it crosses our rif^ht of way and make a better crossingf than the one there, 
bat unless work is done by the town on the road, no work that we could do would 
improve the crossing. I would say, moreover, that while the approaches to the 
track are up a hill, it is not of such character as to make a very bad crossing, and 
no worse than a great many others. Yours truly, 

S. J. Reals, 

Recei'vrer, 

A copy of this reply was sent to County Attorney Hutchinson, aad 
on December 10, 1896, he filed affidavits of several residents of the 
vicinity, citizens of Sioux county, showing that the crossing and 
approach '4s dangerous and unfit for use when the same is wet or 
icy, and it is a hardship to the people who are compelled to travel 
over the same with loaded teams." 

After this date Mr. Hutchinson became district judge and a cor- 
respondence of considerable length was had with his successor, Hon. 
Robert W. Olmstead, county attorney, and with Mr. Beals, receiver of 
the railroad, which finally resulted in fixing September 23, 1897, for 
a hearing in the case, at Maurice. 

There were present, Commissioners C. L. Davidson and E. A. 
Dawson; William J. Dealy, chairman of the board of supervisors of 
Sioux county, and Hon. Robert W. Olmstead, county attorney, rep- 
resenting Sioux county, and Messrs. Beals and Hough, receivers, rep- 
resenting the railroad company. 

Pending an examination of the matter the parties to the contro- 
versy made an amicable adjustment of their differences, by an agree- 
ment that the approach and crossing would be fixed within four 
weeks from that date, and this has been done, closing the case. 



C. 1788—1897. 
H. R. Heath & Sons, Ft. Dodge, ] 

V. I 

The Minneapolis & Omaha Rail- ' ^^ ^ ^^^ ^'''^' 

WAY Co., AND the ILLINOIS 

Central Railroad Co. 

On October 21, 1896, the following letter was received and the 
copies of the several letters written and received will explain the 
complaint under consideration: 

Fort Dod'^e, Iowa, October 20, 1896 

W. W, Aiaawortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moinesj Iowa: 

Dear Sir— We have bought of G. W. Brown, Sioux City, Iowa, twenty cars 

of oats, on track, Sheldon, Iowa. 6. W. Brown's grain warehouse being situated 

on the Omaha track at Sheldon, it is necessary, in order to get the cars to Fort 
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Dodge, that they come ia over the Illinois Central road. The Illinois Central com- 
pany have agreed to furnish cars, and at this writing have cars on the transfer track 
connecting the Illinois Central track with the Omaha at Sheldon; but the Omaha 
company absolutely refuse to place the cars at G. W. Brown's elevator for the 
purpose of loading same, and as they have al way's maintained switching arrange- 
ments with the Illinois Central in the past at this point, we consider this a direct 
violation of the law, and we would respectfully ask ttiat the board of railroad 
commissioners take this matter up immediately for adjustment, as by the refusal 
of the Omaha road to switch these cars, it is putting us to a great deal of trouble, 
and should we not be able to obtain the oats, to a considerable loss. 
Yours respectfully, 

H. R. Heath & Sons. 

October 21, 1896. 
H, G. Burt J Bsq,, Gsneral Manager Chicago, St, Paul, Miaatapotis & Om&ba Rail- 
way Company^ St, Paul, Mian.: 

Dear Sir— There has been filed with this board a complaint by H. R. Heath 
& Sons of Ft. Dodge, Iowa, stating that they have purchased of G. W. Brown of 
Sioux City, twenty cars of oats on track at Sheldon, Iowa. G. W. Brown's grain 
warehouse is situated on the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha railway. 
It appears that in order to get the cars to Fort Dodge they are to come over the 
Illinois Central railroad. The Illinois Central is, as the board understand it, to 
furnish cars, and in fact have the cars now on the transfer track, connecting the 
Illinois Ceatral railroad with the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha rail- 
way at Sheldon, but that the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha refuses to 
place the cars at Brown's elevator for the purpose of loading the same. The 
commissioners are informed that both these roads have heretofore and are now 
maintaining switching arrangements with each other. Complainant-s also state 
that they are anxious to have the oats delivered at once, and this delay will occa- 
sion them loss and damage. The commissioners trust that this matter will receive 
prompt and immediate attention, and if the grounds of complaint are true, then, 
that these cars be placed by your company so the same can be loaded and shipped 
without further delay. Kindly notify the office without delay what conclusion 
you reach in this matter. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 
By order of the board . Secretary, 

St. Paul, Minn., October 22, 1896. 
Mr. W. W. Ainswortbi Secretary Iowa Board of Railroad Commisaioncra^ Des 

Moines J Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Your favor of Ocbober 21st, addressed to Mr. Burt is handed tome 
for attention. This is a similar matiier as covered by your correspondence with 
Mr. Winter under date of November 8, 1893, and December 21, 1893. Our posi- 
tion at this time is the same as indicated in Mr. Winter's reply to you November 
16th. At that time we stated to the Illinois Central railroad that we stood ready 
to exchange service with that company upon an equitable basis at all junction 
points in the state of Iowa. We did not think at that time, and it does not now 
occur to us that we should be expected to perform service of this character for 
the Illinois Central railroad at one junction, where it would be of material bene- 
fit to them, and not receive similar courtesy at other junction stations where 
there might be equal advantage to ourselves. 
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As I underati^nd i^ there hii9 been nQ compli^int filed with you by pavti^0 
lopated at S^heldon, covering this interchange service with the Illinois Central 
vow^. Respectfully yours, J AS. T. Cl.a^k, 

Des Moikbs, Iowa, October 30, 189f . 
H. R, Pemtb & Sons, Fort Dodgp, low^- 

Q^TiiEifBN— In matter of youp recent statement in regard to switchi|ig at 
Sheldon, I have \o report t)iat upon its cf caipt the casQ wps taken up wit|^ the 
geoaral piafisger of the Chicago, »t. Paul, Minneapolis & Omi^ha l^i^way com- 
pany, as per cppy of letter herewith. There is ai90 enclosed for your information 
copy of the reply of General Traffic Manager Clar^ of that company thereto, upon 
receipt of which the following telegram was sent him: '* To yours 22d am directed 
to say, board desires that you switch cars at Sheldon now, and leave complications 
for further adjustment." To this message Mr. Clark answered: ^*In line with 
the desii^ of the board I have instructed our agent at Sheldon to switch the 
twenty carloads of oats from elevator upon our track to connection with the 
Illinois Central railroad." Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa, November 2, 1896. 
Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

We are in receipt of your favor of October 30th, relating to refusal of Chicago, 
St. Paul, Minneapolis & Qmaha Railway company to switch cars at Sheldon. W9 
be(^ to thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

We bought the grain in good faith and there was no intention of doing any- 
body any injustice, nor did we know at the time but that the two railroad com- 
panies maintained switching arrangements. 

Yours truly, H. R. Heath & Sons. 

St. Paul, Minn., October, 30, 1896. 
Mr, W, W* Ainswortb, Secretary Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners^ De^ 
• Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — As stated in my telegram of to-day, have given directions to our 
agent at Sheldon to switch twenty cars of grain to the Illinois Central, destined 
to Fort Dodge. We believe, however, that it should not be expected of us to 
interchange facilities with the Illinois Central railroad at one point wbete there 
is manifest advantage to that company, and have similar service at other points 
in Iowa declined us, when advantage may rest with this company. As previously 
stated, we are at all times ready to interchange switching service with the Illinois 
Central at all junctions, the sanoe as is the custom between other companies. 

We appreciate the fact that complaint in this case was directed to one singular 
instance, and it was that you were dealing with. At the same time, we feel we 
should record our views with you, as above stated. 

Respectfully yours, Jas. T. Clark. 

Drs Moines, Iowa, December 16, 1896. 
Mr. /. T. Baraban, Second Vice-President Illinois Central Railroad Company^ Cbi- 

cagOy III.: 

Dear Sir- I am directed to advise you that a complaint recently filed in this 
office alleges a failure qf the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 
company, to switch certain cars to an elevator on their line, at Sheldon, Iowa, the 
freight to be loaded for shipment to a consignee on your line, also in Iowa. 
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In the corresipoodence, the Omaha people say: '^ We believe, however, that 
it shpul4 not be expi^cted of ue to interobange bueipiess fadUties with the Illinois 
Central railroad at ooe point where there i9 manifest advantage to that company 
Und have similar service at other points in Iowa declined us when advantage xan^f 
rest with this company." And further s^y: '^ As previously stated, wo are at ^11 
Um^ rpady to interchange switching service with the Illinois Central at all junc- 
tlQi^P) the s^me as is t]ie custom between other com pinnies." 

Section 2052 of the code of Iowa proyides in part as follows: 

i(* « * j^\i common carriers subject to the provisions of this act, shall, 
apcordii^g to their respective powers, afford all reasonably, proper and equ§l 
ff^ciliiies for the interchijinge of traffic between thefr respective lines, and for the 
reoeiving, forwarding and switching of cars, i^nd the receiving, forwarding and 
4f)^verii)l|: of passengers l^ld property to and from their severi^ lines, and to and 
from other lines and places connected therewith; and shall not discriminate 1^ 
t)i^ir ftccommodationsi rates and charges between such connecting lines. Au^ 
any common carrier may be required to switch and transfer cars for another fpf 
the purpose of b^ing loaded or unloaded, upon such terms and conditions as may 
^p prescribed by the board of railroad Qommissioners." 

tinder the provisions of this section of our statutes the board adopted a rate 
fpr switching, as being a reasonable one for the service, of $1 for any distance not 
exceeding one mile; for any distance in excess of one mile and not more than two 
mUes, $1.50, and for ^ny distance in excess of two miles and not exceeding three 
miles, $2.' 

This, it seems to the bpard, leaves no doubt as to the duty devolving upon your 
roaA ^^^ o^ the duty of all connecting roads within the state of Iowa in the matter 
of switching, as well as the terms and conditions under which the service is to be 
rendered. 

Ip is a matter of common report at Hheldon that the agent of >our line, and the 
agent of the Omaha line as well, each has instructions from his respective com- 
papy not to interchange switching service.. 

If this is true, it is a condition of things not ia harmony with the spirit of the 
law an4 should be corrected at once. 

The commission is confident that the ability demanded in the management of 
great interests, such as your two railways, if brought to bear on this question in 
sincerity, can find a solution of all difficulties standing in the way of the complete 
service to the public at Sheldon and at ail other points, if any, within the state 
aflPected in like way. 

The attention of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway com- 
pany is called to this matter to-day. 

The commissioners tri^st that a speedy adjustment may be reached without 
their further offices and desire to be advised as to progress in that direction. 
Very respectfully yours, W. W. Ainswobth, 

For the commission. Secretary. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 15, 1896. 
Mr. James T. Clark, General Tra&c Manager Chicago, St, Pauly Minneapolis & 

Omaha Railway Company, 9t. Paul, Minn.: 

Dear Sir — Referring to your favor of the 30th ult. I am directed to say that 
section 2052 of the code of Iowa provides in part as follows: 

(ofc ♦ * All common carriers subject to the provisions of this act, shall, 
according to their respective powers, afford all reasonable, proper and equal facil- 
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itles for the interchange of traffic between their respective lines, and for the 
receiving, forwarding and switching of cars, and the receiving, forwarding and 
delivering of passengers and property to and from their several lines, and to and 
from other lines and places connected therewith, and shall not discriminate in 
their accommodations, rates and charges between such connecting lines. And 
any common carrier may be required to switch and transfer cars for another for 
the purpose of being loaded or unloaded, and upon such terms and conditions as 
may be prescribed by the board of railroad commissioners." 

Under this provision of the statute, the commissioners adopted a rate of $1 for 
any distance not exceeding one mile; for any distance in excess of one mile and 
not more than two miles, $1.50; and for any distance in excess of two miles and 
not exceeding three miles, $2, as reasonable. 

This, it seems to the commissioners, leaves no doubt as to the duty of your 
road, and of the duty of all its connections wherever, in the state of Iowa, in the 
matter of switching, and the terms and conditions under which the service is to 
be rendered. 

Referring to the service at Sheldon, it is a matter of common report that both 
the agent of your line and the agent of the Illinois Central at that point have 
instructions from their respective roads not to interchange switching service. If 
this report is true it will occur to you that this condition of affairs is not in accord 
with the spirit of the law and should be corrected at once. tiH 

It cannot be true that the splendid business qualities demanded in the men 
employed in its management by your company and by the Illinois Central Railroad 
company as well, if brought with a sincere desire to correct a situation such as is 
reported to exist at Sheldon, cannot furnish a solution of all the difficulties exist- 
ing, and that right quickly. This the commission desires done at Sheldon and at 
all other points within the state if any other is affected in a like way. 

The attention of the Illinois Central company is to-day called to this matter 
and it is hoped a speedy adjustment may be reached without the farther offices of 
the commission, and the board desire to be advised as to progress in that direo^ 
tion. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

For the commission. Secretary, 

Chicago, December 24, 1896. 
Hon. W. W. Ainswortb, Secretary Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des 
Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Referring to your favor 16th Inst., I understand the complaint 
referred to is on account of the refusal of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis £ 
Omaha railway to switch cars to an elevator located on their tracks at Sheldon to 
be loaded with grain for points on our line. 

As I have written you before, this company is prepared to exchange business 
with the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis <Se Omaha railway at Sheldon. As the 
facilities of this company are practically the same as those of the Chicago, St. 
Paul, Minneapolis <Se Omaha railway at this point, I do not see how any injustice 
can be done either company by such an arrangement. 
Yours truly, 

J. T. Harahan, 
Second Vice-President. 
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St. Paul, Minn., December 17, 1896. 
Mr. W. W. Ainswortbj Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ State of Iowa, 
Des MoineB, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — I b^^g to acknowledge receipt of your favor of the 16th, pertaining 
to the interchange of switching service with connecting roads within the state of 
Iowa. As stated in previous communications, it is the desire of our coinpany to 
enter into amicable switching arrangements with the Illinois Central at all junc- 
tion points, and we shall be pleased to take the matter up with them, as suggested 
by you, wi h the hope thati upon receipt of your letter to them, they may be wil- 
ling to enter into such an agreement with us. 
Respectfully yours, 

J AS. T. Clark 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 31, 1896. 
Mr. J, T. Haraban, Second Vice-President Illinois Central Railroad Company^ Chi- 
cago., III.: 

Dear biR— 1 am directed to acknowledge receipt of your lett' r of the 24th 
inst , and to say in reply that with your assurance therein contained and the 
desire here ofore expressed by Mr. James T. Clarke, general traffic manager of 
the Omaha line, to enter into ami -able switching arrangements with the Illinois 
Central at all junction points, and to take the matter up with you; it would seem 
that this matter can be amicably arranged between your two companies. 

The suggestion is therefore made that yoa take the necessary steps to conclude 
such an ar. angement betwein yourselves at the earliest practicable moment, and 
advise this board of results. Respectfully yours. 

For the commission. W. W. AiNS worth. 

Secretary. 

Des Moines, December 31, 1896. 
Mr. James T. Clark, General Tra£&c Manager Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 

Omaba Railway Company: 

Dear Sir— Replying to yours of the 17th inst., I am directed to send you 
enclosed copy of letter received from Vice-President Harahan, of the Illinois 
Central Railroad company, and referring to the matter of switching at Sheldon, 
Iowa. 

It is not intended to limit the service to this one station, but to have the needs 
of the public fully met at all junction points. 

With ihe position you take in your letter of the 17th inst., and the assurance 
conveyed by Vice-President Harahan's letter, it would seem that this matter can 
be amicably arranged between your two companies. 

The suggestion is made, therefore, that you take the necessary steps to con- 
clude this arrangement between yourselves at the earliest practicable moment 
and advise this board of results. Respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

For the commission. Secretary. 

St. Paul, Minn., January 2, 1897. 
Mr. W. W. Ainswortbf Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners cflowa: 

Dear Sir — I have your esteemed favor of the 31st of December, in which you 
forward copy of a letter from Vice-President Harahan, of the Illinois Central 
company. 
5 
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Upon receipt of your communication under date of December 15th last, I 
addressed Mr. Hudson, traffic manager of the Illinois Central, as per enclosed 
oopy. I will be pleased to advise the board what arrang^ement is arrived at as 
soon as reply to the above letter is received. 
Respectfully yours, 

Jas. T. Clahk. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa, March 1, 1897. 
W, W, AinawoTtbf Secretary Board of Railroad Commissionera, Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— The papers relating to a complaint made against the Chicago, St. 
Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway company, referred to in your letter of Feb- 
ruary 16th to J. T. Harahan, vice-president, are received by me for examination. 

I find no complaint made against the Illinois Central company. Has any com- 
plaint been made? If not, I do not see anything that the Illinois Central Rail- 
road company has to do with the matter. Possibly you will remember that some 
time ago I wrote you in relation to a question that might in the future arise, 
inquiring whether any decision had ever been made by the board of railroad 
commissioners. The question was, whether or not one railroad could require 
another railroad to take its cars and have them loaded, then return to the first 
company? This would simply make the company that owned the switching facil- 
ities and elevators compelled to allow the use of its facilities for the benefit of 
another company. 

I carefully examined the letters received from you, and also the reports, and 
am unable to find that any such decision exists. 

Under the circumstances I can see no better way than to have complaint made 
against the Omaha road determined by you. It was not made by our company, 
as I understand it, and we are not asking to have our cars loaded on the Omaha 
road with the use of their facilities, and of course do not expect them to make 
use of oiir facilities to load cars for their road. 

If I have not the correct understanding of this matter please let me know, and 
I will go down and see the commission. Yours very truly, 

J. F. DUNGOMBB, 
District Attorney, 

March 16, 1897. 
Mr, J. F. Duncombe, District Attorney, Illinois Central Railroad Company, Fort 

Dodge, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Referring to yours of the Ist and also of the 12th Inst. I am 
directed to say that the complaint made of the switching service at Sheldon indi- 
cates the necessity for a better understanding between the Illinois Central and the 
Omaha roads. The public certainly has an interest in this matter which the 
roads should respect. On the other hand the roads have a duty to the public 
which should be performed. 

The grounds of the original complaint have been removed by the action of the 
Omaha road in transferring the cars for Messrs. Heath & Sons' shipment of oats, 
but there has been, it seems, for years much trouble about the interchange of 
business at Sheldon. 

The commission insists that it is the duty of the several roads centering at 
that point to come to some amicable understanding and agreement that will meet 
the needs of the public and remove cause for complaint. 

The Omaha road has informed this commission that '* It Is the desire of our 
company to enter into amicable switching arrangements with the Illinois Central 
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at all junction points," etc., and your vice-president, Mr. J. T. Harahan, also 
informs the commission that his '* company is prepared to exchange business with 
the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha railway, at Sheldon," etc. 

With this expressed disposition on the part of both roads it would seem that- 
the public needs and the desires of the commission can be met by some proper 
agreement, which both roads express a willingness to make. 
Yours truly, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 
By order of the commission. Secretary, 

Fort Dodge, Iowa, March 17, 1897. 
W. W. Ainawortbf Esq., Secretary Board of Railway Commissioners, Des Moines, 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir — ^We are exceedingly anxious to give the public every possible 
reasonable opportunity for switching arrangements, and as cases arise we will try 
and do our duty in that respect. We fully concur in the spirit of your letter. 
We have returned the papers to headquarters in Chicago, as I have no further 
authority in the matter. Yours very truly, 

J. F. Dunoombe, 
District Attorney. 

C. 1889—1897. 
U. S. Fry, Van Horne, 

Inquiry relative to elevator site. 



In answer to an inquiry by Mr. U. S. Pry, of Van Horne, Iowa, as 
to the rights of a railway company to charge rental for elevator site 
on the right of way of such company the commission directed the 
following reply: 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 15, 1897. 
Mr. U, S. Ftyt Van Home, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — I am directed in reply to your letters of November 25, 1896, and 
March 27, 1897, to say that the questions involved therein are not easily or readily 
answered, for the reason that the courts of this state have not very fully or thor- 
oughly passed upon the rights or interests of the public in and to station grounds 
used and occupied by railway companies. The supreme court of the United 
States, in a case appealed from the state of Nebraska, held that the railway com- 
panies have exclusive control over their station grounds and right of way where 
the interest sought to be enforced agaiost the railv^ay company was purely and 
solely a private one. However, the board is of the opinion that that case would 
not govern or control the rights of the railway companies in this state when the 
interests to be served were of a public character, or those in which the public 
were even indirectly interested, such as an elevator or public warehouse. Eleva- 
tors and warehouses at the different stations along the line of a railway are neces- 
sary for the purpose of handling grain and freight in a safe and convenient 
manner, and it is the opinion of this board that the railroad companies should 
afford all reasonable facilities and opportunities for the erection and maintaining 
of warehouses and elevators necessary to accommodate the storing, shipping or 
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handling of all freifrht at such stations. This, however, may be subject to such 
reasonable rules and regulations as the railway company may legally impose. 

The railway companies purchase these grounds and are obliged to pay full 

. value therefor, and are the absolute and unqualified owners thereof, except that 

they are burdened with the rights and interests which the public have therein. 

The commissioners are of the opinion that the companies may have the right 
to charge a reasonable rental for the real estate used and occupied in the erection 
and maintenance of elevators and warehouses by those engaged in the purchase 
and handling of produce and merchandise, upon the station grounds of the rail- 
way companies. In exercising this right the railway companies would not be 
permitted to discriminate against any person or persons who may or might 
desire to occupy such real estate under similar conditions for the purposes afore- 
said. 

In case you are obliged to submit to any different rule or regulation by the 
railroad company at your station than it extends to any other person doing a 
similar business under like conditions, if you will state wherein and under what 
circumstances the same are imposed upon you by the railway company, the mat- 
ter will be taken up and an endeavor will be made to obtain for you just and 
reasonable treatment. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

By order of the commission. Secretary, 



Overcharge, interstate shipment 
of junk. 



C. 1790—1897. 
J. H. La Grange, Storm Lake, ^ 

V. 

Illinois Central Railroad Co. ^ 

On December 15, 1896, the board received the following: 

Storm Lake, Iowa, December 12, 1896. 
George W. Perkins^ Cbairman Iowa Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Unclose receipt and letter from commission merchant at Chicago. 
I advanced money to party here and shipped the car to protect myself and got 
my money out of it, but it seems outrageous that such charges can be made on old 
iron, bones, etc., and live stock and valuable property go at about same rate. A 
reasonable rate on this car would have left the party (a poor man) something for 
his work, but instead he is at loss of money and time too. If this is commissioners' 
rates, presume we will have to stand it, but it is rather hard on the man who is 
trying to keep out of the poor house. Please return papers. 

Yours, J. H. La Grange. 

Chicago, November 4, 1896. 
Mr. J. H, La Grange: . 

Dear Sir— We think the car or railroad company has and is overcharging 
you on the car rate. You ought to get a car like that for $26, 30,000 pounds a oar, 
and put in whatever you want; not 18i cents per 100 pounds on junk. It is not 
right to let them charge that amount. You ought to see them about it and not 
let them charge it by the 100 pounds. We don't like to see anyone get suoh 
prices for a car of stuff. Do all you can and try to get the rebate on it. 
Yours very truly, 

R. Gbrber & Co. 
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Chicago, October 30, 1896. 
R, Gerbcr & Co., to the Illinois Central Railroad Company ^ Dr. : 

Pro. No. A, 3764, W.-B. No. 205; date, October 26th; consignor, J. H. La G. 
For freight and advances from Storm Lake; car No. 30,141, I. C. Junk; weight, 
31,500 pounds; rate, 18.5 cents; freight, $58.28; P. T. track. 
Received payment for the company, October 30, 1896. 

H. R. Shergold, 

Cashier, 

The matter was taken up with the Illinois Central company, and 
Mr. Harahan, the second vice-president, answered that the rate 
charged was the regularly established rate, and that no overcharge 
had been made. Thereupon the following letter was sent Mr. La 
Grange: 

Des Moines, February 27, 1897. 
Mr. J. H. La Grange^ Storm Lake, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Again referring to the matter of rates on junk to Chicago, I beg 
to adviee you that this office took the matter up with Vice-President Harahan, of 
the Illinois Central Railroad company; and in his reply he says: '^ I have looked 
into this matter and find that the rate charged, 18i cents, is the regular tariff 
rate on junk from Storm Lake to Chicago. This rate is also charged by other 
lines for the Fame distance in the same territory." Having failed by corre- 
spondence to make any adjustment in this case, and the shipment being inter- 
state, a class of business over which this commission has no jurisdiction, the 
board will be unable to render you further service. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. Ainsworth, 

For the commission. Secretary. 



C. 1791—1897. 
R. C. Cade, Carroll, 

V. 

Chicago & North Western Rail- 
way Company. 



Overcharge on railway ticket. 



On December 17, 1896, Hon. George W. Paine, attorney, Carroll, 
Iowa, filed the following complaint and affidavit referring to an 
alleged overcharge on a ticket sold the complainant, Mr. R. C. 
Cade, by the local agent of the Chicago & North- Western Railway 
company at Carroll, Iowa, viz: 

To the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State ot Iowa: 

R. C. Cade, of Carroll, in the county of Carroll and state of lov^a, complains 
of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company for that the said company 
overcharged him $5.95 for a second-class ticket purchased by him on or about the 
22d day of August, 1895, at Carroll, county of Carroll and state of Iowa, for 
passage from Carroll, Iowa, to Armstrong in British Columbia, and he submits 
the annexed affidavit of facts upon which he founds such complaint: 
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STATE OF IOWA, \ 






-ss. 
Carroll County, 

I, R. C. Cade, being duly sworn, do depose and say that I reside at Carroll, 
Carroll county, Iowa; that on or about the 22d day of August, 1895, desiring to 
travel from said Carroll to Armstrong in British Columbia, I applied to the 
station agent of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company at Carroll for 
a second-class ticket for such passage which was delivered to me and for which I 
was charged and paid to said company $50 05. I further say that in fact the 
regular rate for such ticket was the sum of $44.10, being an overcharge of $5.05 
over the regular fare, at which such tickets were offered for sale to other parties. 
I further say that I have applied to said company to refund said overcharge of 
$5.95 several months ago and have not been able to procure said refund and 
therefore pray the action of the board of railroad commissioners in and for the 
state of Iowa in the matter and that said railway company may be required to 
refund said overcharge. 

R. C. Cade. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3l8t day of October, 1896. 

Geo. W. Paine, 

Notary Public, 

On December 21, 1896, the matter was taken up with Mr. J. M. 
Whitman, general manager of the Chicago & North- Western Railway 
company, and Mr. Paine as attorney, advised that— 

This case is wholly outside of the jurisdiction of this commission, its authority 
being confined to cases beginning and ending in Iowa; but the same has been laid 
before the general manager of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company 
with the hope solely of securing an amicable adjustment of any error that may 
have been made. 

On May 15, 1897, a communication was received from General 
Manager Whitman, saying: 

I am advised by our passenger department that they have satisfactorily 
adjusted with Mr. K. C. Cade of Carroll, Iowa, the complaint made by him in 
December last to the board relative to overcharge on a ticket from Carroll to 
Armstrong, British Columbia. 

On June 14, 1897, in response to an inquiry, Mr. Paine, as attor- 
ney, advised the commission that an acceptable satisfaction had 
been given Mr. Cade, and **so we may consider the matter closed." 



- Under farm crossing. 



C. 1792—1897. 
Arend Meyer, Hollai^d, 

V. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 
Northern Railway Company. 

On December 21, 1896, the following was filed in the office of the 
railroad commissioners: 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 71 

Wellsburg, Iowa, December 18, 1896. 
To Railroad Commissioners of Iowa: 

Gentlemen — I reside about five miles northwest of Holland, Grundy county. 
The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway runs through my farm and 
through my pasture. Formerly my cattle could get through under a bridge of 
their road. They have now taken awayiihe bridge and shut my cattle off. I have 
repeatedly written to them about this but receive no reply. I have used the 
bridge for that purpose ever since 1880. Can you do anything for me? 
Truly yours, 

Abend Meyer, Holland, Iowa. 

The above being sent the respondent company, Mr. C. J. Ives, 
president, answered on January 2, 1897, as follows: 

On my return from the east, I find yours of December 21st in regard to appli- 
cation of Mr. Arend Meyer, of Wellsburg for an under passage for stock, and on 
investigation it is found, it having become necessary to replace the bridge, which 
he has been using as an undergrQund passage for his stock, and there being noth- 
ing in the deed for right of way reserving any such privilege, the bridge was 
filled up according to our usual custom when making changes of this kind and 
such structures can be done away with. Doubtless the bridge was a convenience 
to Mr. Meyer, but we do not consider that there were any rights violated by the 
change in the structure of this opening, and we cannot undertake to provide now 
specially a new crossing for him, because he has had the advantage of one by' 
reason of the way in which the road was originally constructed. 

Replying thereto Mr. Meyer said, under date of January 8, 1897: 

Mr. C. J. Ives, president, stated in his copy that they can't make an under 
passage for me, but I must have some kind of a crossing for my cattle to get on 
the other side. Either underground or a crossing with a cattle -guard. For I 
can't drive the cattle across without a cattle-guard. I wrote the company for an 
over-crossing, but I did not receive an answer. Please see what you can do for 
me. 

The matter was taken up with Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of 
the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, who 
filed a plat of the situation, and said: 

I am advised that the crossing is adequate for all purposes, the only objection 
to it being that he has to go across twenty acres which he now cultivates in order 
to reach his pasture, and it has been suggested that this trouble could be obviated 
by his cultivating land at other points and throwing the present tract into pasture 
land. 

Mr. Meyer also filed a plat showing location of crossing, etc. 
After carefully reviewing the situation the board, on September 
20, 1897, directed that the following letter be sent Mr. Meyer: 

I am directed by the board to advise you in regard to your claim for under- 
crossing on the line of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway where 
the same crosses your farm in Grundy county, that they have reached the conclu- 
sion that the railway company has a right to fill up and remove bridges and cul- 
verts wherever in the opinion of the railway company it may strengthen their 
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track or be beneficial to their roadbed, providing no agreement is shown to have 
existed between the land owner and the railway company whereby such bridges 
should not be removed or filled up; the use of such culverts and bridges by land 
owners for underway passages for stock for any number of years tvhere a company 
is in possession of its property and operating its line of railway, in the judgment 
of the commissioners would not give the land owner any right or interest in the 
right of way of the railv^ay company or other interest therein. 

Having reached this conclusion, the commissioners will, therefore, close this 
case unless they receive further and different information on the subject. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary. 



Depot facilities. 



C. 1793—1897. 
Citizens of Elrick, Iowa, 

V. 

Iowa Central Railway Co. 

On January 4, 1897, there was filed in the office of the board of 
railroad commissioners the following petition: 

Elrick, Iowa, December 3, 1896. 
To the Honorable Board o^ Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

About the year 1883 the Iowa Central Railroad company for a valuable consid- 
eration agreed to build a depot and maintain a station and keep an a^ent at 
Elrick, in Louisa county, Iowa, and to not establish any station between that and 
the Mississippi river. 

They have established a station at Oakville and removed their agent from 
Elrick and the depot is locked, to the great detriment of shippers and the great 
inconvenience of passeDgera. 

We, the undersigned residents of Elrick and vicinity, most respectfully ask 
you to order the said Iowa Central Railroad company to open their depot and 
keep an agrent at Elrick, Louisa county, Iowa. 

(Signed) J. W. Elrick, Wm. Carl, Wm. Hannan, A. L. Peck, Jos. Johnson, 
W E. Austin, W. H. Loper, Duke Wallingford, Nelson Storke, Wesley Carter, 
J. M. Witroii, Levi Stork?, G. M. Peck, F. E. Hannan, J. F. Bozman, Jos. Jarvis, 
W. A. Packwood, R. D. Packwood, J. F. Packwood, N. E. Bozman, W. S. Blake, 
J. M. Wallingford and fifteen others. 

A copy was sent to Col. L. M. Martin, gereral manager of the 
Iowa Central Railway company. His reply is as follows: 

Marshalltown, Iowa, February 12, 1897. 
Mr. W. W. Ainswortbj Secretary Iowa Board Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Referring to your esteemed favor of January 4th enclosing peti- 
tion from Mr. J. W. Elrick, et al., of Elrick, Louisa county, Iowa, asking for the 
reopening of Elrick station, and the placing of an agent thereat. 

This company cannot afford to maintain Elrick as a regular station. There are 
six families in the town, and one small store. Withina radius of three miles there 
live, perhaps, some forty farmers. The village is situated eight miles east of 
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Morning Sun, five miles east of Newport, three miles west of Oakville, about eight 
miles southeast of Wapello, and seven miles northwest of Mediapolis. 

Newport and Elrick are both practically dead towns, trade being drawn to the 
larger towns in the vicinity. 

Oakville, within three miles of Elrick, has a population of about 225, and is a 
thriving trading point, largely due to the new highway bridge across the Iowa 
river, and on the road leading into that town from the northeast, 

Elrick station would not ftirnish sufficient business to pay the salary of an 
agent, and, as suggested, that territory is already amply provided with station 
facilities. 

Please understand that our trains receive and deliver freight at Elrick under 
rules governing prepaid stations, and we really think that the few residents of 
that hamlet lack nothing in the way of transportation facilities that is not already 
accorded them by this company. Yours truly, 

L. M. Maktin, 
General Manager, 

And on February 16, 1897, a copy of this letter was sent to Mr. 
Elrick, and his reply is as follows: 

Wapello, Iowa, February 24, 1897. 
W. W. Ainswortbf Secretary: 

Dear Sir — Your favor of the 16th inst. was received and contents noted. I 
also found enclosed a copy of the Iowa Central Railroad company's objection to 
the reopening of the station at Elrick. It surprised me to think it could make 
such a wild statement. Mr. Martin has certainly been wrongly informc d as to the 
country and the Elrick station I will give you the true statement and distance 
from town*: Elrick is eight miles east of Morning Sun, Keithsburg is eight miles 
east of Elrick just midway between the places. Oakville is two and one-half miles 
east of Elrick, Newport is five miles west from Elrick, Northfield is two and one- 
half miles southwest from Elrick on the state road leading to Mediapolis, which 
is eight and one-half miles southwest from Eli ick. Wapello is ten miles north- 
west from Elrick. There are two stores at Elrick, one is general furnishing store, 
which carries almost anything asked for; carries a larger stock than any store in 
Oakville. Both stores belong to the same firm. There is also one hardware and 
implement store at Elrick; the population is thirty-five living souls in a radius of 
200 yards. Mr. Martin also says that in a radius of three miles there are, per- 
haps, forty farmers. How absurdi Oakville, he says, has a population of 225. 
Perhaps it has; in a radius of one mile it has. In a radius of three miles of Elrick 
takes in Oakville and Northfield, which is as large as Oakville. Mr. Martin says 
Oakville has a large trade due to the new bridge which spans the Iowa river. 
This bridge is built between Elrick and Oakville, built by the county for the 
accommodation of the community at large, not Oakville. Mr. Pickering, the gen- 
eral manager, located Elrick station before the Iowa Central railway was finished. 
The company asked me to give them fourteen acres of good land for stockyards, 
switches and depot building, which included right of way for said road, the 
whole length of eighty acres. The company in return was to build a good 
depot, stock 'pen, side track and keep an agent here at this station. They done 
all they agreed to do; finally they let the stock pens run down, took their express 
oflace away, and finally the agent and telegraph office. Elrick had a good trade 
for some six years, then Oakville > started up. A stock car from Oakville to 
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Chicafiro is $3 less from there than it is from EIriok, and all other freifirht in pro- 
portion. Is it any wonder our trade has fallen off, two and one-half miles of their 
station, and $3 a car less than the charges are for a car to Chicago from Elrick 
as they are from Morning bun? Oakville, only two and one-half miles from 
Elrick, with such a difference in charges on freight! Stock buyers here buy stock 
all around Elrick, have the farmers deliver at Oakville I cannot blame the 
stock buyers, but it is a little hard on the farmer. Elrick had the trade of 
Northfield and all goods and stock around there, new it goes to Mediapolis to the 
Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern road. Mr. Martin says ** Elrick is a dead 
town.'' What made it so? a dead town? I guess Mr. Martin can answer this ques- 
tion. In conclusion I want the Central Iowa Railroad company to keep an agent at 
Elrick or pay me for my land and damage, as times are hard I do not ask of 
them a telegraph operator. Either of the merchants here will do it right and 
cheap. J. W. Elrick. 

On February 25tli Mr. Elrick was asked to send a copy of the 

contract between himself and the Iowa Central Railway company 

for the depot site, etc. , included in the fourteen acres at Elrick if in 

writing, and if so to send a copy to the commission, to which he 

replied as follows: 

Wapello, Iowa, March 2, 1897. 
TT. TT. Ainswortb, Secretary: 

Deab Sir— Yours of the 24th ult., sent to Elrick, was forwarded to me to-day, 
asking if I had a wricten agreement between me and the Iowa Central railroad. 
I did have. I have been looking all morning and have not been able to find them 
yet. I had these papers before I moved from Elrick, two years ago, and I may 
have left them in the old house on the farm, with other papers. I'll give you a 
statement, which is about the way this business was conducted. 

In previous letter I told you that Mr. Pickering located the station of Elrick, 
with the understanding that there would not be any station located between this 
and the Mississippi river; that they agreed to, in consideration of fourteen acres 
of land, including the right of way, in the presence of Mr. Katee (?), Mr. J. G. 
Johnson (?), assistant superintendent, and some two others. They went on and 
made their survey of the land, laid off their switches, located their depot build- 
ing, set a box car off of the track, put in a telegraph operator. About this time 
Mr. Pickering resigned. Mr. Dudley took his place as superintendent. Mr. 
Pickering telegraphed me that Mr. Dudley would carry out his contract with me. 
A short time after Mr. Dudley took charge there was talk of a station being 
located some three or four miles east of Elrick. Mr. Dudley telegraphed the 
agent to have me make the Central railway a deed for this fourteen acres. I 
refused to make a deed if they were going to locate a station so close, after agree- 
ing they would not between this and the river. The agent telegraphed to Mr. 
Dudley that I would not make a deed unless they lived up to their contract, and 
there was not territory enough to work on to have stations so close together, as 
neither would be worth anything for the company to pay me for the right of way 
through my land and locate their station east of this, as my land was too valuable 
to fool away. Mr. Dudley telegraphed me back to make the deed as agreed upon; 
that there would not be any station, as they urould not risk anything in that over- 
flowed country, where the only protection was a sand levee. So I made him a 
deed. I will look up these papers and correspondence as soon as I can get down 
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to Elrick— it may be that they are lost. If I can find tliem I will forward them 
to you. I thank yoa for your kindness. Respectfully, 

J. W. Elrick, 

The correspondence up to this point shows that Mr. Elrick relies 
upon what his letters indicate was a contract between himself and 
the Iowa Central Railway company, the terms of which included the 
conveying by him to the railway company of fourteen acres of land 
and the establishing and maintaining thereon by the railway com- 
pany of a depot and the usual conveniences and service connected 
therewith. 

If Mr. Elrick is correct in his recollection of the facts as he has 
stated them in his letters to be, he has a remedy. This commission 
is not empowered to grant judgment for money damages or for the 
specific performance of contracts. These powers rest entirely with, 
and are within the province and jurisdiction of, the courts. There- 
fore the following letter was addressed to Mr. Elrick: 

April 15, 1897. 
Mr. /. W, Elrick, Elrick, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am directed, in reply to your favor of March 2, 1897, to say that 
if you base your claim against the railway company upon an agreement between 
the company and the citizens of the town of Elrick, to maintain a station at that 
point, the commissioners are in serious doubt whether this board would have a 
right or the authority to make any order in relation thereto. 

The statutes of this state do not confer upon the railroad commission any 
authority to enforce the orders made by it except by and through tbe courts of 
the state. If there is an agreement between the railroad company and the citi- 
zens of this to«vn to maintain a station at Elrick, then you have all the relief that 
the railroad commissioners could give you In a controversy of this kind. 

In cases where there is no agreement between the citizens and the railway 
company the railroad commissioaers have authority to, and do, investigate, upon 
complaint, tbe necessity for the maintenance of stations along the lines of the 
different railways within the state, and where the circumstances warrant it, 
orders are made requiring railway companies to furnish such depot facilities as 
the demands of the public may require. 

In cases where the parties enter into an agreement between themselves and 
the railway companies in regard to the maintaining of stations, by such agree- 
ment they have secured all the reliief and advantages that coud be obtained by 
and through an order of the railroad commission, and when a contract of this 
kind is so made, then the parties are in the same condition as though they had 
obtained an order from the board for such station facilities. 

In the event of the refusal of the railway companies to comply with either the 
contract or the order of the commissioners, the parties are obliged to invoke the 
aid of the courts, and the commisisioners are of the opinion, in this case, that any 
order that might be made by them would have no more effect than the agreement 
which is in existence between the railroad company and the citizens of this town. 

The commissioners have felt justified in some cases, where there was no 
agreement and where an order was made by them, in expending the money of 
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the state in prosecuting and enforcing their orders, but where the parties rely 
upon a contract made between themselves and the railway company, it is their 
opinion that, th^s beiog a private agreement, they would not be justified in the 
expenditure of the public money in attempting to enforce such private contract. 

However, if the commissioners do not ucderstand this case correctly, and you 
do not rely upon your contract, the board might feel disposed to take up the mat- 
ter, investigate the same, and dispose of it as the facts and circumstances would 
demand. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

By order of the board. Secretary, 

No reply having been received to this letter the case is closed. 
The parlies, however, may be heard further if they so desire. 



C. 1794—1897. 
Citizens of Atalissa, 



- Insufficient train service. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 

On January 19, 1897, Hon. H. B. Watters, of Atalissa, a member 
of the house ot represeatatives in the Twenty- sixth General Assem- 
bly, called at the office of the commission, in Des Moines, and stated 
substantially thit ^^Atalissa is a town of about 250 inhabitants; that it 
has insufficient passenger train service on the Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific railway, the only liae entering that station. No. 19 has 
always stopped there until the change was made. Oar complaint is 
with reference to trains going west. We have no passenger service 
going west, but until the last year we have always had No. 19, which 
is marked local to West Liberty. Our people petitioned for a flag 
station and they have refused it. I wrote to the superintendent and 
he replied that they could not do it. The morning train is the only 
passenger train stopping there. The accommodation is in the even- 
ing from Muscatine. There is no connection for the train at Wilton 
Junction. If the train on the Wilton branch arrived at the junction 
before the train went to Davenport it would be all right. There is 
no dependence on that accommodation train, as it frequently is 
annulled at Davenport. All we ask is to do what they formerly did, 
stop No. 19 when flagged. Our morning train is at six o'clock in 
the morning. We want to flag No. 19. which arrives at about 10:30. 
We have considerable freight business and there is a constant pas- 
senger business, particularly during the winter season. It would 
not only be an accommodation for Atalissa, but for the whole town- 
ship." 
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On the 20th of January, 1897, the following letter was sent: 

Des Moines, Iowa, January 20, 1897. 
Mr. W. H. TruesdHlCy Vice-President and General Manager C, R, I. & P. Railway 

Company, Chicago, 111. : 

Dear Sir— The attention of the board of railroad commissioners has been 
called to the train service furnished by your company to the residents of Atalissa. 
The complaint bets out that you have recently failed to stop your train known as 
No. 19 at that station; that it makes it inconvenient and impossible for the inhabi- 
tants of the town aod surrounding country to go to and from the county seat, 
Muscatine, in one diy, unless they go by team; that your connection with what is 
known as the Wilton branch, together with your main line, is so operated that 
people going from the county seat are unable to reach this station on the same 
day. If this is true, it would seem that there is a good deal of iorce in the posi- 
tion that is taken in this matter when they say they have insufficient passenger 
service. The local freight that reaches there in the afternoon or evening, it is 
said, is very irregular and sometimes is entirely abandoned, and they only have 
one westward daily train that the traveling public can rely upon. You are well 
aware that this board has generally refused to interfere with fast through trains, 
but from an examination of your time table ths commissioners have reached the 
conclusion that No. 19 is not such a train, bat that it is only a local. If this con- 
clusion is correct, it would seem as though some arrangement ought to be made 
by your company whereby this station will have better train service in the 
future. The board trust you will examine in this complaint and if possible grant 
the relief demanded by the inhabitants of this town. An ear y answer is respect- 
fully requested in regard to this matter. Respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 
For the commission. Secretary, 

On January 22d the following letter was received in reply: 

Chicago, 111., January 21, 1897. 
TT. W, Ainswortb, Esq,, Secretary Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines: 

Dear Sir — Yours of the 20th instant, calling attent'on to complaint made by 
the people of Atalissa, of alleged insufficient train service received and noted. 

We cannot arrange to s^op our No. 19 at that station as the pe( pie there desire. 
Our line now to St. Paul and all the princ pal points in northern I< wa, southern 
Minnesota and South Dakota, is lo ger than that of ou** competitors, and the 
time we make is from one to four hours longer tban is made by other lines. 

If we make these stops at t^ese small towns in Iowa, there is lo reason why 
we will not be called upon to do so at all other smaller st^iious in Illinois, with 
the result that we would have to lengthen out the time of this train still further. 

We run this train almost exclusively for the accommodation of busioe^soa the 
Burliogton, Cedar Kapids & Northern and Minceapolis <Se St. Louis rail«^ays; if it 
was not for this business we would not be running th s train as we are, and to 
require us to make stops at email poiots, such as Atalissa, would, under the cir- 
cumstances, be a hardship which should not be imposed upon us by the people of 
those points, or by the railroad commissioners of Iowa. 

We are doing the very best we can to serve the patrons of our line in Iowa in 
the matter of traia service, and are running trains to-day that are not paying 
their running expenses, in order that we may do this, and notwithstanding this 
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fact we find we are now brought face to face with a proposition to reduce the rail- 
way fares in your state to a maximum of two cents per mile. 

That we are in a very difficult position with regard to all Lhese matters, I 
think is very plain, and. how to do all the people want, in the matter of furnish- 
ing them accommodations at prices less than it costs us to do it, and at the same 
time meet the competitive conditions of our line, and those of our connections, is 
indeed a difficult thing for us to figure out, either to the satisfaction of the man- 
agement or the parties who have tneir money invested in this railway property. 
I do not see what further I can now say with regard to the matter of furnish- 
ing additional train service and accommodations to the people at Atalissa. W& 
cannot make the stop with our No. 19 which they desire 
Truly yours, 

W. H. Truesdale, 
Vice-President akd General Manager, 

Iq reply the following letter was sent to Vice-President Truesdale. 

Des Moines, January 27, 1897. 

Mr, W, H, Traesdale^ Vice-President and General Manager of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & PaciBc. Railway Company: 

Deab Sm — I am directed, in reply to your favor of the 21st inst., to suggest ta 
you the advisability of changing the time of your train running from Muscatine 
to Atalissa. That might obviate the necessity of stopping No. 19. There is no 
disposition on the part of the commissioners, as you must well know, to interfere 
in any manner with the operation of through trains where no discrimination is 
shown to the different towns, but there is a good deal of force in the claim made 
by the people in this instance, as well as in other instances where the train service 
gives them no opportunity to attend the county seat of the county in which they 
reside. They should be provided, where it can be done without any extra, 
expense, with quick and convenient means of going to and from the county seat 
of the county in which they may reside. It is tbe opinion of the board that if an 
investigation is made that it will be apparent to you that tbe people in this locality- 
have some ground of complaint. It might not be necessary for you to change the 
time of No. 19, or to stop it at this station, but the question then remains, are the 
people in that locality getting ample and reasonable train service? Kindly 
examine into this question and let the board know what suggestions you have 
further to make in this matter. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AmswORTH, 

For the commission. Secretary. 

In response Vice-President Truesda.ix3 wrote as follows:.*? 

Chicago, 111., January 29, 1897. 
W. W, Ainsworth, Esq., Secretary Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to yours of the 27 tn instant as to the desires of Atalissa 
people for addit local train service. 

We cannot, as you suggest, provide this by changing the time of our train 
runniag from Muscatine to Atalissa, without running this train as far as West 
Liberty and return to Wilton, which would increase the expense', and that is 
something we cannot afford to do. 

Furthermore, should we do this, as you suggest, the hours of the men run* 
niog the Muscatine- Wilton train would be increased beyond what they are 
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already working^, the fact to which you call our attention in another letter, which 
was received by me at the same time with your letter relative to che Atalista 
matter. 

We think that the Atalissa people are now getting all the passenger train 
accommodation which the amount of business they do will justify this company 
in furnishing. The ticket sales from that station average about $94 per month, 
and a reference to our time cards will show that considering this small amount of 
business they are provided with very liberal train service. 

The fact of the matter is, our passenger train earnings are decreasing right 
along, and we cannot afford, uQder these conditions, to go to any more expense in 
providing additional service. Truly yours, 

W. H. Truesdalb, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 

On February 2, 1897, Hon. H. B. Watters called and, in addition 
to his former statement, showed that: 

No. 19 is required to stop at Atalissa to pass No. 4 going east, I am told, nearly 
half of the time. I am also told that they stop or slow up to allow passengers to 
get off frequently. There is no especial hurry from the fact that it waits at Cedar 
Rapids twenty minutes. 

On April 27, 1897, a conference was held between Vice President 
Truesdale, general manager, etc., and the board of railroad com- 
missioners, and it was then arranged that the service desired would 
be given the complainants, and on May 11, 1897, Hon. H. B. Watters 
informed the board that the service had begun. 

This closes this case. 



C. 1795—1897. 
C. G. Ogilvib, Muscatine, T 

V. ' 

y Excessive Jumrs for train crew. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific | 

Railway Company. J 

On January 26, 1897, the following letter was addressed Mr. W. H. 
Truesdale, vice-president and general manager Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company, Chicago, 111. : 

a statement claiming to represent more or less the crystallized sentiment of 
the people residents of Muscatine has reached this office, alleging in substanco 
that your company is running a passenger train out of Muscatine, as per the 
enclosed schedule; '4t is on the road nearly all of twenty hours and com- 
pelling one train crew to run it. Tiiese men are allowed less than four hours for 
sleep out of the twenty-four." The statement goes on to specify that the com- 
plaint does not come from the train crew, but that it does come from the public 
who believe the lives of passengers are endangered by the train being ''in 
charge of men who are frequently found asleep while standing on their feet." 
The party making the complaint says: ''Is this safe? Is it humane? Is it not 
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Euch a state of affairs that requires action at your hands? All Muscatine is talk- 
ing of this outrageous treatment of men who have worked long and faithfully for 
the Rock Island road." 

This is geot you for your information and for such early reply as you may wish 
to make. 

On February 15, 1897, Mr. Truesdale said: 

I beg to say that this matter is under consideration by us and we expect to 
arrange a schedule of those trains so that these men will have a longer period of 
rest than they now have during the middle of the day. 

Again on February 17th Mr. Truesdale said: 

We have arransred so that this crew will be relieved from the early morning 
run, Muscatine to Wilton Junction and return, thus giving them, as we believe, 
abundant rest from the time they quit work at night and the hour when they are 
required to go on duty in the morning. 

This arrangement was communicated to complainants and the 
case closed. 



C. 1796—1897. 

M. LiNDEMAN, EpWORTH, 1 

V. y Commutation tickets, 

Illinois Central Railroad Co. J 

On February 8, 1897, the following letter wa3 received and reply 
made: 

EPWORTH, Iowa, February 2, 1897. 
Honorable Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemen— I would inquire if railways are obliged to sell commutation 
tickets. The reason I ask is this: At least one of the roads running into Dubuque 
is selling commutation tickets from Dubuque and other points to any point on 
their road. Sometime ago I made application for a commutation ticket between 
Epworth and Dubuque, on the Illinois Central railway, but was informed by the 
general passenger agent that none were for sale. Now, as I understand the rail- 
way law one road has no more privileges than another If this is so how can one 
road sell commutation tickets and another refuse to* sell the same? If there is no 
law obliging railways to sell same, I think it would be a great accommodation to 
a large part of the people of Iowa if one was passed to that effect. 
Yours respectfully, 

M. LiNDEMAN. 

Des Moines, Iow^, February 12, 1897. 
Mr, M Lindeman, Epworth, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— In yours of recent date you inquire whether railway companies 
*' are obliged to sell commutation tickets." Replying thereto, I beg to call your 
attention to the followingprovision of law relative to commutation tickets: 
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'^ Section 2077. Nothing in this aot (referring to law prohibiting discrimina- 
tion, etc ) shall apply to the carriage, storage or handling of property free, or at 
reduced rates for the United States, or this state or municipal governments, or 
for charitable purposes * * ♦ or the issuance of mileage, excursion or com- 
mutation passenger tickets. * * **' 

While the law contains this provision it does not provide that any action taken 
by one railroad company must of necessity be followed or imitated by another 
railroad company, but it does provide that whatever rate, privilege or concession 
a railway company makes to one person, firm, locality, or particular kind of 
trafQc, it must, under similar circumstances, make to all other persons, firms, 
localities or particular kinds of traffic. 

You close your letter by saying, ^^ If there is no law obliging railways to sell 
the same (commutation tickets) I think it would be a great accommodation to a 
large number of the people of Iowa if one was passed to that effect. " Concerning 
this statement it is probably evident to you, if you have given the matter con- 
sideration, that this commission is itself a creatiire of the statute and is not 
clothed with powers which are not therein defined or outlined. It is, hence, their 
duty to see that such laws as they find upon the statute books are executed, rather 
than to designate what laws shall be enacted. If, in your judgment, such a law 
as you refer to would be equitable to all interests and beneficial to the people, 
you can doubtless gain all the information you desire by addressing your senator 
or representative on that subject. Very respectfully yours, 

W, W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary, 



C. 1797—1897. 
A. J. Hadley, Delta, Col., 

y 

I Overcharge on household goods, 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific ' Interstate, 
Railway Co., Denver & Rio 
Grande Railroad Co. 

Mr. A. J. Hidley of Delta, Col., temporarily at Earl bam, Iowa, 
called at the office on February 16, 1897, and stated that on Novem- 
ber 16, 1898, he chartered a car from Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, Col., 
from the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, and prepaid $122, supposing 
that he had a guarantee that his goods would be delivered there, but 
at Paeblo, Col., he was detained and compelled to pay $52 in addi- 
tion to what he had already paid. The contract with the Rock Island 
was made in the presence of two witnesses. 

I understood that if I had more stuff than would go into one Denver & Rio 
Grande narrow gauge car I would have to pay local charges on excess, but my 
goods weighed 17,550, an excess of 1,550 pounds over the minimum of 16,000 on the 
narrow gauge road. I offered to pay local charges, but they insisted on me pay- 
ing for the whole car, $52, an overcharge of $39.2 L. They are doing this thing 
right along. A neighbor of mine at Earlham shipped his goods about three 
6 
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months later, and was served the same way, but he had 24,000 pounds. They 
claimed in one letter that I had 24,750 pounds, but they got my case mixed up 
with my neighbor's shipment. 

Mr. Hadley filed a somewhat extensive correspondence he had had 
with the officials of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway com- 
pany, and after reviewing the same the case was taken up with Mr. 
E. T. Jeffery, president and general manager of the Denver & Rio 
Grande Railroad company, in the following letter: 

February 18, 1897. 
Mr, B, T, Jeffery^ President and General Manager Denver & Rio Grande Railway 
Co. , Denver, CoL: 

Dear Sir— There called at this office, on the 16th Inat., Mr. A. J. Hadley, 
temporarily stopping at Earlham, Iowa, who made a statement to the commis- 
sioners relative to the shipment of his household goods from Dexter, Iowa, to 
Delta, Col., in November, 1893 After listening to the statement the commis- 
sioners informed him that it being an overcharge on an interstate shipment it 
was outside their jurisdiction, but that in accordance with a long established 
custom of this office, it would be laid before the proper authorities with the hope 
that they would show the same courtesy and willingness to adjust errors, if any had 
been made, as had so many times been done in similar cases. With this view and sole 
object they desire to call your attention to the matter, with the confident belief 
that you will give it your careful consideration aud will refund all overcharge, if, 
as appears by the case, one has been made. 

Mr. Hadley's statement was in substance as follows: That on November 16, 
1893, he chartered a Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific car for the shipment of his 
household goods from Dixter, Iowa, to Dalta, Col., prepaying the freight of $122, 
as per contract, which with all other correspondence he has filed in this office; 
that he understood the charge of $122 would prepay his goods the entire distance, 
but that upon arriving at Pueblo an additional charge of $52 was demanded 
before his goods would be forwarded. He, however, stated that he understood 
that if he had more goods than could be loaded into a narrow gauge Denver & 
Bio Grande car he would have to pay local charges on the excess. His goods 
weighed, according to the C3rtifi6ate of the Pueblo inspector, bearing date of 
October 8, 1894, 17,550 pounds, being an excess of 1,550 pounds over and above 
the minimum of 16,000 pounds provided upon a carload of emigrant movables on 
your road. In accordance with the abDve he tendered the local rate upon the 
1,550 pounds excess, taking rate of 82.5 cents per 100 pounds, one-half first-class, 
as per your tariff, this being declined by your agent and he was compelled to pay 
under protest the full carload rate on another car, based on the 16,000 pounds 
minimum, although, as previously stated, there was but 1,550 pounds excess, mak- 
ing an overcharge of $39.21. A refund of this amount he has since that time been 
endeavoring to secure and he has filed with this board a somewhat voluminous 
correspondence between himself and the then division freight agent of the Chicago 
Bock Island & Pacific Bail way company at Des Moines, Mr. J. B Graham, Jr., 
also between Mr. G'*aham and General Freight Agent H. Gower, of the Chicago, 
Bock Island & Pacific at Chicago, and also between Mr. Gower and some of your 
agents at Pueblo. Quotations from that correspondence showing their attitude 
concerning the overcharge are set out balow and are, of course, self-explanatory: 
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Des Moines, Iowa, November 27, 1893. 
A y. Hadley^ Paoniay Col : 

Dear Sir — Your letter of November 23d, from Delta, just received, and I 
have wired our agent at Pueblo for explanation as to how it occurred that you 
were asked for additional freight on your car. The agent's billing from Dexter 
shows that you paid $122 at that station, which was according to the contract 
made. If your car contained what it was represented to contain, there is no reason 
why you should be asked for additional freight. I will do all I can to get the 
matter rectified immediately, and as soon as I get response from our agent I will 
advise you. Yours truly, 

J. R. Graham, Jr. 
D. F. A C, R. L & P. R, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 8, 1893. 

A.J. Hadley, Esq., Paonia, Delta County, Col : 

Dear Sir —Referring to my letter to yoa under dite of 2d Inst, regarding the 
overcharge on cir emigrant outfit shlppsd by you from Dextor, [owa, November 
16bh, destined Delta, Col., beg to say that I have since received a letter from our 
general agent at Pueblo, in which he advises the actual weight of the shipment 
was 17,550 pounds, but that Denver & Rio Grande folks charged for two full car- 
loads from Pueblo on account of not being able to get all the freight in one car. 
If you will send me the original paid bill you received from Denver & Rio Grande 
folks for the $52 which you say was collected from you in addition to charges paid 
at Dexter, I will take the matter up at once on receipt of same, and try and get 
freight charges reduced to the less than carload rate for the 1,550 pounds, which 
was over the minim im weight, which I think is all that you should have been 
charged. Prompt reply will oblige, 

J. R. Graham, Jr. 

The Denver & Rio Grande Railroad Company, ) 
Pueblo, November 20, 1893. f 

Received of A. J. Hadley, Fifty-two dollars ($52) additional amount required 
to prepay bo D3lta, freight on shlpnent of emigrant outfit and stock from Dexter, 
Iowa, in oar 7655, Rock Island, forwarded from here in two narrow gauge cars, 
charged for at 16,000 minimum for each car. 

— . — . Adams, 

Agent, 

Pueblo, Col., December 11, 1893. 
A. J, Hadley , Esq , Paonia, CoL: 

Dear SiR—The weight of your car emigrant outfit 7655 Rock Island, as 
obtained on our track scales was 17,550 pounds, and the Denver & Rio Grande cars 
transferred to are as shown in your letter of the 6th inst., viz., 2327 and 3581. 
Yours truly, — . — • Adams, 

Agent, 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 19, 1893. 
G. H, Crosby^ Freight Agent, Chicago: 

Dear Sm—Please note attached copy of billing with all papers in claim filed 
by J. A. Hadley for overcharge for the above amount on car of emigrant outfit 
shipped by him from Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, CoL, November 16th, covered by 
Dexter to Pueblo, W. B. 34, on which he prepaid $122, based on 35 cents, our rate 
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to Pueblo, minimum 20,000, and 32i cents minimum; 16,000 Pueblo to Delta, as 
quoted by our Mr. Gower by wire November 14th. Actual weight of the shipment 
you will note by letter from our Mr. Allen, Pueblo, was 17,550 pounds, or 1,550 
pounds over the established minimum from Pueblo, which should have been billed 
at SZ\ cents, that beiag one-half of first- class rate as per amendment No. 1 to our 

F. F. D. 78-B., which is the rate charged on household goods L. C. L. from 
Pueblo. Denver & Rio Grande, however, collected $52 additional from shipper 
at Pueblo, as per receipt enclosed, making overcharge of $39.21. Please take 
matter up at once, have voucher made payable through this ofQce and oblige. 

Yours truly, J. R. Graham, Jr. , 

D, F. A. 

Des Moines, Iowa, January 22, 1894. 
Claim 2,109, A. Hadley, Paonia, Col. 

G, H, Crosby^ Freight Agent, Chicago: 

Dear Sir— As requested in your letter of the 2d inst., and returning all 
papers In the above claim, beg to say you will please fitd enclosed original con- 
tract issued by our agent at Dexter, Iowa, also paid expense bills from the Denver 
& Rio Grande people at Delta, Col., for the shipment in question, which I just 
received to-day from claimant. Kindly hurry settlement, having voucher made 
payable through my office, and oblige. Yours truly. 

J. R. Graham, Jr., 

D. F. A. 

Des Moines, Iowa, January 22, 1894. 
A./. Hadley, Esq,, Paonia, CoL: 

Dear Sir— Beg to acknowlege the receipt of your letter of the 18 bh inst with 
original contract issued by our agent at Dexter ar d paid expense bill given- you by 
Denver & Rio Grande railway at Delta, which I have forwarded this day to our 
freight auditor, Mr. Crosby, requesting a prompt settlement. Soon as I hear any- 
thing further from him In matter, will advise you at once. 
Yours truly, 

J. R. Graham, Jr., 

D, F. A. 
Des Moines, Iowa, April 30, 1894. 
A./. Hadley i Esq., Paonia, CoL: 

Dear Sir— Referring to claim for the above amount ($39.21) which I filed for 
you December 19, 1893, on account of the alleged claim for overcharge on car 
emigrant outfit shipped by 30U from Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, Col., November 16, 
1893. Beg to say that I have received the papers to-day in this claim from our 
freight auditor, advising that the Denver & Rio Grande railway have positively 
declined to entertain same. Their minimum weight being 16,000 pounds from 
Pueblo on each and every car used In transporting emigrant movables, and as It 
was Impossible to get all of your goods In one car, they have charged for the two 
cars at 16,000 pounds each. 

As you know there was not any overcharge on our line and I have done all In 
my power for you in this matter, but the decision of the Denver & Rio Grande, as 
stated above, is final and you will, therefore, withdraw your claim. 
Yours truly, 

J. R. Graham, Jr., 

D, F. A. 
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Paonia, Col., August 13, 1894. 
Afr./. R, Graham, General Freight Agent, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — In the latter part of November, 1893, I wrote the general freight 
agent of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway, laying in a claim of $52 for 
excess freight charges on an emigrant outfit from Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, Col., 
shipped November 16, 1893. I am glad to say you gave prompt attention to the 
matter, but it Eeems to me you and Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific company 
failed to comply with justice. 

In your letter of December 19, 1893, in which you acknowledge the receipt of 
a receipt given me by the Denver & Rio Grande folks for extra $52 excess 
charges, you also state that you have laid in a claim for me of $39.21, which you 
also state you think is the amount I have been overcharged. You also state you 
hope to be able to get the claim through for me, but because the Denver & Rio 
Grande folks fail to entertain the claim you ask me to withdraw the papers I sent 
you, which is my only clue for said amount. 

Now, I want you to understand that I will never withdraw my claim when the 
company itself acknowlege the justice of it. So far as the Denver & Rio Grande 
folks refusing to comply with the tenor of my claim, it makes no difference with 
me, as your road guaranteed my goods through from Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, Col., 
for $122, and I have no other company to look to but yours. It simply rests this 
way: Whether the Rock Island road means what it says, or whether it does not 
mean to do by its customers as it agrees to do. You say there were no extra 
charges on your line, whicli I admit, but you guaranteed my goods over the other 
named road just the same as over your own road. 

As for the 1,650 pounds over the 16,000 pounds minimum, claimed by the 
Denver & Rio Grande, which I had, I gladly offered to pay local freight from 
Pueblo to destination, but they would not listen to such a proposition but com- 
pelled me to take a full car and pay accordingly. Lay all the' above aside, as to 
extra freight and charges, your record would not be clear, for about six or eight 
weeks after I laid in my claim you sent another man, Mr. GrifQn, from Earlham, 
Iowa, to Delta, Col. , for same money, and he fared the same way at Pueblo, and 
this is only one more of others I could mention that have shared a like fate. 

You may beat me out of this $39.21 but you must remember every man can 
talk, and I am now where I can talk to men that expect soon to make the same 
trip I made over your road and men that prefer to patronize your road, providing 
justice will be meted out to them. I refer you to a Mr. E. M. Ballard of 
Earlham, Iowa, who expects to bring an emigrant outfit to Delta in a few weeks. 
I have informed him of the extra charges over your road when reaching Pueblo, 
also advised him as to rates over other roads. 

Hoping to hear from you soon, I remain. 
Yours truly, 

A. J. Hadley. 

Des Moines, Iowa, August 18, 1894. 
G. H. Crosby, F. A., Chicago: 

Dear Sir— Referring to your letter under date of April 25th, with all papers 
in the above claim for overcharge on shipment of emigrant outfit made from Earl- 
ham, Iowa, November 16, 1893, destined Delta, Col., I wrote claimant, notifying 
him that same had been declined and to withdraw his claim, and wish to call your 
attention to his letter, also attached under date of the 13th inst., and will further 
add that when I quoted him rate on the basis of 16,000 minimum, Pueblo to Delta, 
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I did not notify him that if two cars were used, he would be charged full car- 
load rates for both, nor does tariffs issued so read, and as the net weight of the 
entire shipment was but 17,550 pounds, I certainly think that the Denver & Rio 
Grande folks ought to reconsider the matter and entertain the claim on the basis 
outlined in my letter of December 19, 1893, when filing claim. Please take matter 
up again, advising. Yours truly, 

J. R. Graham, Jr , 

D. R A. 

Chicago, August 23, 1894. 
C. Tucker^ Csg., G. F. A. Denver & Rio Grande Railway^ Denver: 

Dear Sir — I return herewith the above claim for further consideration. 
Please see letter of Mr. J. R. Graham, Jr., of the 18th inst. and advise me with 
prompt return of papers. Yours truly, 

Geo. H. Crosby, 
Freight Auditor, 

Claim No. 36104. , Denver, Col., September 5, 1894. 

Mr. W. M. Hastings, Agent, Delta, CoL: 

Dear Sir— Please read Mr. Hadley's letter of August 13th, addressed to Mr. 
Graham, and with prompt return of papers advise if he offered to pay local 
charges on the excess above carload weight, and state if, in your opinion, such 
excess am6unted only to 1,500 pounds. Yours truly, 

C. Tucker, 

F. C. A, 

I do not remember that Mr. Hadley offered to pay local on the excess over 
16,000 pounds; do not think he made such an offer. Cannot now remember the 
bulk of freight in the second Denver & Rio Grande car, but my clerk says the oar 
was over half full. Yours, etc. , 

W. M. H. 

Chicago, October 15, 1894. 
C. Tucker, F. C. A., Denver & Rio Grande Railroad, Denver, CoL: 

Dear Sir— As per certificate of weight attached, the weight of this shipment 
was 17,550 pounds; you billed the shipment in two cars at a minimum of 16,000 
pounds each, making a total of 32,000 pounds. I do not see how you can charge 
minimum weight of 16,000 pounds for shipment that only weighed 1,550. Please 
advise if you will not reduce the weight on one of the cars. 
Yours truly, 

Geo. H. Crosby, 
Freight Auditor, 

Denver, CoL, October 20, 1894. 
Mr. Geo. H. Crosby, Freight Auditor Chicago, Rock Island & Paci£2 Railroad, 
Chicago, 111.: 

Dear Sir — Your method of figuring does not correspond with ours, as our 
experience has taught us that it is impossible to put 16,000 pounds of household 
goods in one of our narrow gauge cars. In all cases of this kind we charge for 
the space occupied and not for the weight, therefore we are unable to make any 
reduction in our charges. Yours truly, 

C. Tucker, 

F. C. A. 
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Claim 307263. Des Moines, Iowa, January 15, 1895. 

A. /. Hadley^ Esq , Paonia, Col : 

Dear Sir— Answering your letter of the 10th inst., received to-day regarding 
the car of emigrant outfit shipped by you from Dexter, Iowa, November 16, 1893, 
will say that as per your request I return original contract and expense bills 
showing amount paid the Denver & Rio Grande at Ddlta, Col. , also all papers. As 
I have before explained to you, there was no overcharge on our line and our 
quotation to you from Pueblo to Delta was on the basis of 32i cents per hundred 
minimum 16,000 pounds, and so stated in your contract. Rate to Pueblo, as 
quoted, was all that was charged. You will note by looking over papers that I 
certainly have done all in my power to have the Denver & Rio Grande make a 
refund to you, sending back papers to our general office the second time, but you 
will note by their letter of October 20th, to our freight auditor, Mr. Crosby, 
Chicago, that they for the second time positively decline to entertain any claim, 
saying that it took two cars to hold your shipments from Pueblo and for which they 
charged accordingly. Trusting that the explanation as to our efforts in your 
behalf wi]l be satisfactory, I remain. Yours truly, 

J. R. Graham, Jr., 

D. F. A. 

It appears to the commlsssoners that in view of the facts stated in the fore- 
going, and especially when taken in connection with statements made in a letter 
of Mr. Graham of August 18, 1894, referring to your tsriff, you will be willing to 
make a refund of this overcharge. Should you take this course, or in any event, 
kindly inform this office that reply may be made to Mr. Hadley. 
Yery respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary^ 

Replying to the foregoing, Mr. Jeffery wrote as follows: 

Denver, Col , February 24, 1897. 
W. W, Aiaswortb, Bsg , Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ State oi 

loway Des Moines: 

Dear Sir— I am in receipt of your letter of February 18th, written at the 
direction of the commissioners, in regard to shipment of household goods balong- 
ing to Mr. A J. Hadley, formerly of Dexter, Iowa, to Delta, Col, on the line of 
this road, in November, 1893, and I note that a charge of $122 was quoted to Mr. 
Hadley by the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific representatives in Iowa for the 
shipment through to Delta, which was paid at the time goods were shipped, but 
that an additional payment was required of him by our agent at Pueblo, because 
it took two narrow guage cars to contain the shipment. From the statments of 
our agent at Delta it would appear that the shipment filled over a car and a half, 
which was the reason two cars were charged fo • under our rules. 

In view of Mr. Hadley *s agreement with the representatives of the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pac'.fic railway at Djxter we will waive our rules in respect to this 
shipment and refund to Mr. Hadley the $39.21 he claims 

Will you please advise me of Mr. Hadley ^s address, so that I can have check 
mailed to him? 

I am much obliged to you and the commissioners for writing me on this sub- 
ject, and directing my attention to the facta in the case, and regret that Mr. 
Hadley has been put to so much trouble and loss of time in adjusting same. 

Yours truly, E. T. Jeffery. 
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Later, voucher was received at this office for Mr. Hadley, who 
called for the same in person, thanking the commission for its effort 
in his behalf. The board also wrote Mr. Jeffery, expressing its 
appreciation of his courteous treatment of the matter, and the case 
was closed. 



C. 1798—1897. 
J. C. Hughes, Norwalk, 



Overcharge on logs. 



Des Moines & Kansas City Rail- 
way Company. 
Complaint filed February 18, 1897. 
On February 18, 1897, Mr. J. C. Hughes, of Norwalk, called at 

the office of the commissioners, and in substance made the following 

complaint: 

I shipped a car of walnut logs ten and fourteen feet in length, all under six- 
teen feet, about February I6th, from Norwalk to Des Moines, about eleven miles. 
When I undertook to pay the charges they informed me that the charges on the 
car, 32,000 pounds, were $16.25, the lumber rate. I understand the Iowa Commis- 
sioners' Classification, page 53, fixes the rate on such logs at soft coal (lump) 
rates, which for the distance would be 38 cents per tOD . The Des Moines & Kan- 
sas City being a class C road could charge 30 per cent more, making the rate 
49.4 cents, which, on sixteen tons, would make a charge of $7.90. I claim I am 
overcharged $8.35. I have for four or five years last past shipped several cars of 
the same kind of logs, and they never have heretofore charged me more than 50 
cents per ton. My shipments were always made over this same line. These logs 
are of small value, very little, if any, more valuable than cord wood. 

The matter was immediately taken up with the Des Moines repre- 
sentative of the company, Mr. M. J. Sweet, who, upon being 
informed as to the proper classification of the logs in question, as 
shown by the following letter, made adjustment of the matter on 
same date, and the case is closed: 

Des Moines, February 18, 1897i 
Af. /. Sweety Bsq,, Commercial Agent Keokuk & Western Railway Co,y Des Moines^ 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to your verbal inquiry in reference to complaint of J. C. 
Hughes, of Norwalk, in reference to rate on walnut logs, I am directed to advise 
you that the classification fixed by the commissioners on log^, applies to all logs, 
regardless of the kind of ti nber. See page 53, Iowa Classification No. 11, to-wit: 
Sixteen feet and under, soft coal (lump) rates. 
Over sixteen feet, 25 per cent less than soft coal (lump) rates. 
Yours respectfully, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretaty, 
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C. 1799—1897. 

"W. J. R. Beck, Ft. Madison, "j 

V I 

V stopping caboose at depot 

St. Louis, Keokuk & North- j 
WESTERN Railway Company. J 

On February 25, 1897, the following was received from Mr. W. J, 
E. Beck, of Ft. Madison: 

Fort Madison, Iowa, February 24, 1897. 
Secretary Railway Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

My Dear Sir— I have occasion two or three times a week, sometimes oftener, 
to iise the way freight from Montrose to our town. Ft. Madison. The reason I 
use this train is that it puts me here about 3:30 P. M. The evening train, the 
next train, arrives at 7:Q5 P. M. This way freight has been accustomed to leave 
the caboose many blocks from the depot and I have been compelled to walk to it 
through mud and slush, and on several occasions when I had just reached the 
depot and had not time to walk back to the caboose I have been left. 

I have called the railway company ^s attention to these facts and have received 
the enclosed letter from them, which I think is contrary to what you have held 
in Blackman v. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacj£c Railway, report of 1890, page 909. 

I do not know what may be held as station ground The depot at Montrose is 
at the upper end of the town. The house track will hold but few cars. They 
have a long, passing track over two blocks below the depot. As a rule this way 
freight pulls into this passing track, cuts loose with the local car and pulls 
up to the station with only one or two cars, then pulls back and hitches to 
the main train and pulls out without stopping at the depot. Time and time again 
have I had to run to make the end of the train, where the caboose is, before 
they pulled out. If you will ask for a report of the freight cars pulled by this 
way freight, you will see that they average more than forty, so you can judge 
how far from the station the caboose, as a rule, stands. If you also ask for a 
report of the passengers carried by this train you will be surprised at the num- 
ber of passengers. * * ♦ Yours, 

W. J. R. Beck. 
(Copy of letter enclcsed by Mr. Beck.) 

Hannibal, Mo., February 23, 1897. 
Mr. W, /. R, Beck, Attorney at Law, Ft, Madison, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am in receipt of a letter from you referred to me by Mr. Max- 
well, our general agent at Keokuk, and in reply to your inquiries regarding our 
freight trains stopping at depots, I beg to &tate that the custom is, and it is gen- 
erally understood by our patrons along the line, that way freight trains carry 
passengers as a matter of accommodation, and we do not consider them as regular 
passenger trains that stop at the proper platform at stations. Way freight trains 
stop wherever it is most convenient for the train men to handle their cars and 
freight in and out of them, and it has always been the custom for passengers 
alighting from or desiring to take freight trains, to do so from any point along the 
station grounds where the caboose may happen to stand. 

Yours, 

W. E. Cunningham, 

Superintendent. 
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Again on March 11, 1897, Mr. Beck wrote the board as per the 

following: 

Fort Madison, Iowa, March 11, 1897. 

Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines: 

Gentlemen — I am still running to make the local at Montrose for this place,, 
and therefore must urge for as early a ruling as possible upon my complaint. 

I enclose a plat which shows the location of the switches at Montrose. As a 
rule we have to take the caboose at a point between A and D. At C there is a 
bridge, aod very often caboose is left on said bridge. On account of the condi- 
tion of the grounds on the river side of switch we are compelled to use the main 
track of the road to reach the caboose. This local is passed by a fast freight at this 
point. You will notice the switch is on a curve, and when filled with box car& 
Obstructs the view of the main track, and it is only a question of time when some 
one will be killed on his way to the caboose by the oncoming fast freight, if com- 
pelled to take the caboose where it is now left. The fast freight goes through thi& 
town, Montrose, at full speed. Yours, 

W. J. R. Beck, 

To which the board made the following answer: 

W, J. R. Beck, Esq., Port Madison^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am directed to say in reply to your favor of March 11, 1897, that 
the complaint you make in your letter ucder date of February 24, 1897, is one that 
is quite frequently brought to the attention of the board, and from an investiga- 
tion of the rulings and decisions made by this board since its organization, it 
seems to have been the opinion of the board of railroad commissioners of this 
state tkat railroad companies were cot obliged to place their caboose or coach on 
freight trains at the depot platforms, but that such company should use reason* 
able and proper care in placing such caboose or coach at a reasonable and safe 
place for passengers to alight from or take pasga^e on such caboose or coach. It 
is not clear from your letter and the pi it submitted therein whether or not you 
have any complaint to make in regard to the place where you are obliged to board 
or alight froai this freight train, other than the fact that it is not at the station 
platform. If you will kindly submit to the board whether or not this caboose or 
coach is placed at a dangerous point or whether passengers are obliged to cross 
the bridge indicated on your plat, or any other point or place where it would be 
hazardous or dangerous, the board will give the matter pro npt attention. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

On May 13, 1897, Mr. Beck wrote the board that *Hhe cabcose 
has stopped at the platform of late. * * * So long as they con- 
tinue making this stop I am satisfied. Should they again compel me 
and other passengers to endanger our health and lives I will call this 
matter up and ask for a prompt ruling of your board on ihe same." 

Having heard nothing further from the complainant the case is 
closed. 
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C. 1800—1697. 
Citizens of De Soto, Earlham 
AND Dexter, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company. 

On March 11, 1897, the following petition signed by citizens of 
De Soto, also petitions following same from citizens of Earlham and 
Dexter, were received: 

To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners for the State of Iowa. 

We, the undersigned citizens of the tov^n of De Soto, Iowa, reepectfully peti- 
tion your honorable body for better passenger train service on the Chicago, Bock 
Island & Pacific railway, between Des Moines and this point. 

Under the present arrangement passenger trains Noa. 2, 3, 4 and 5, and local 
freights Nos. 63 and 54 so run that ib is practically impossible to go from this 
place to Des Moines and return the same day and have a reasonable time in Des 
Moines durirg busincES hours. The local freights, Nos. 53 and 54, are not to be 
depended upon for the reason that they run anywhere from three to five hours or 
even more behind the schedule almost all the time. The local east due in Des 
Moines at 11 a. m., more often reaches that point at 3 o'clock or after, and the 
local returning west does not usually reach this point before from 10 to 3 o'clock 
in the morning and at times later, even. In going to Des Moines, therefore, to 
transact an hour's business, during business hours, we are almost compelled to go 
east on No. 4, stay over night in Des Moines, and come home on No. 3, at noon, 
the next day. We believe we are justly entitled to some relief in the matter. 

W. C. Shipley, W. A. Shipley, E. Hutchison and fifty-four others. 

[Another petition, same as foregoing, town not named, signed by L. W. Clay- 
ton, B. F. Goar, L. W. Fisher and thirty others.] 
To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissoners for Iowa: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Earlham, Madison county, Iowa, and vicinity, 
respectfully petition your honorable body for batter service on the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway from Des Moines to this point, and from this point to Des 
Moines. Under the present arrangement the service now consi&ts of passenger 
trains, Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5; local freights, No->. 53 and 54. 

The only means we have of reaching Des Moines, during business hours, is 
local freight east, due in Das Moines at 11:30, which, however, does not usually 
reach Des Moines until late in the afternoon. In returning to Earlham, from Des 
Moines, the only train west that can be had the same day after reaching Des 
Moines from Earlham is local freight which does not uncommonly fail to reach 
Earlham before midnight and often not until very much later. You will, there- 
fore, observe that it is almost impossible to go from Earlham to Des Moines and 
return the same day and have any time in Dis Moines during business hours. 
We believe we are entitled to some relief in the premises. 

Signed by Adam Gillart, W. Pinknay, M. W. Compton and seventy-one others. 

Earlham, Iowa, February 27, 1897. 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Dexter, Iowa, and vicinity, hereby petition 
your honorable body for better passenger train service on the Chicago, Rock 
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Island & Pacific railway between Des Moines and tbis place. Under tbe present 
arrangement it is almost impossible to go from Dexter to Des Moines and return 
the same day, and have any time to attend to business in Des Moines duriog busi- 
ness hours. Tbe passenger trains, Nos. 2, 3, 4 and 5, run at such times that to be 
in Des Moines during business hours one must go east on No. 4 and stay over 
night and return on next day's train. Local freights, Nos. 53 and 54, usually run 
so far behind their schedule that they are, for all practical purposes, of no benefit 
whatever to passenger traffic between this place and Des Moines. We believe 
we aire entitled to some relief. 

6. W. Bales, Tom Logan, J. H. Knight, John Forrester and twenty- two others. 

Dexter, Iowa, March 3, 1897. 

Copies cf these petitions were sent to Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice- 
president and general manager of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company, and in the further discussion of the matter the 
following correspondence was hai: 

Chicago, March 19, 1897. 
W. W, Ainswortbi Bsg., Secretary Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am in receipt of yours of the 15th instant enclosing copies of 
petitions from citizens of several towts located on our line west of Des Moines, 
asking for additional train service to enable them to come into Des Moines each 
day, do their business, and return to their respective homes the same day. 

I see no way by which we caa accommoiate these people in the way they 
desire, excepting by putties: oa additional trains to be run from Stuart to Des 
Moines and return, and this, la the present condition of our busiaess, we simply 
canrot afford to do. 

Our passenger earnings this year are running behind those of last year each 
week at the rate of $10,000 to $15,000 per week, and when we consider that last 
year at this time we thought our passenger business had gotten to the lowest 
point it could possibly reach, you can see how poor our busincES now must be. It 
is at the lowest ebb that we have ever known it, and we are running many trains 
which barely pay operating expenses. 

Our Investigations of the matter show that the decreases in our business are, 
to a very great extent, in our local traffic, such as that between the points west 
of Des Moines and your city, and we do not believe that any additional train serv- 
ice would stimulate this business sufficiently to warrant us in going to the addi- 
tional expense necessary to provide additional train service. 

We might, perhaps, schedule our train No. 4, which now leaves Omaha at 10:40 
A. M., so that it would leave there about three hours earlier than now, or about 
7:40 a. m., thus getting the people west of Des Moines into that point on that 
train about 2 o'clock in the afternoon; but this would not help them in the matter 
of getting out of there in the afternoon, after doing their business. 

If the people who have petitioned you on this matter, however, think it would 
be of advantage to them to have our train No. 4 get into Des Moines at the earlier 
hour, as above, we can arrange this, and will do so upon receipt of advices to the 
above effect. 

We cannot, however, consent to putting on any additional train service on 
. that, or any other portion of our line, until the times are materially better and 
conditions generally are so Imprqved as will justify our going to this additional 
expense. Truly yours, 

W. H. Truesdale. 
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March 25, 1897. 
Mr, W, H, Truesdale, Vice-President and General Manager of Chicago^ Rock Island 

& PaciBc Railway Company^ Chicago^ III : 

Dear Sir— I am directed to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 19th iDs^, 
referring to petitions for additional train service on your main line for the acccm- 
modatipn of the people living west of Des Moines, and to say to you that there las 
been a continued demand for this service for a considerable time past, coming to 
the board, however, in a verbal form until these pe itions have been filed. So 
insistent has this demand appeared to be that the board has felt Inclined to the 
opinion that the service should be rendered. 

The board has taken into consideration the inconvenience to which the people 
of that part of the state is put in reaching Des Moines and the towns west during 
the day, and in returning to their homes at seasonable hours in the afternoon, 
and that the expense of the company in providing such a service as is contem- 
plated would be comparatively small. The company, no doubt, has idle equip- 
ment on hand for such a train, and one crew can do the work for a daily, except 
Sunday, service; also that the demand for the service has been so urgent that it 
would seem to promise paying returns to the company. The very convenience of 
such a train would make it popular and tend to increase business. 

The change of your No. 4 as suggested by you would relieve the situation only 
a little, because there is no convenient day train returning. 

A popular train would be one that would leave Atlantic, say at 6:30 a.m., arriv- 
ing at Des Moines about 9:45 a. M., and returning, leave Des Moines at, say about 
3:45 p. M., and arriving at Atlantic at about 7 p. M. 

' This letter is written more in the spirit of suggestion. If you still feel, how- 
ever, that the service should remain as it is, the commission will fix a time at 
which to consider the matter with you. In the meantime awaiting your reply. 
Yours truly, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

By order of the commission. Secretary. 

Chicago, 111., March 27, 1897. 
W. W. Ainswortb, Esq. , Secretary Railroad Commission^ Des Moines, Iowa. 

Dear Sir— I beg to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 25th inst., relative to 
matter of our furnishing additional passenger train service on our main line west 
of Des Moines. 

I regret to say that we cannot see our way clear at the present time to put in 
any additional train service whatever on any portion of our line We will be 
willing to change the time of our train No. 4 as suggested in my previous letter, 
and while possibly this c'lacge may not fully meet the demands of the parties who 
are agitating this question, we feel that it will certainly be more convenient for 
them than now and that it is the only change we can afford to make at the pres- 
ent time. 

Our earnings continue to run off badly, and the investigations we have made 
as to what class of business thege decreases mostly cover, show that it is in our 
local passenger business, that on which we have but short hauls, such as the 
business you urge we should put on this additional train service to accommodate. 

We are confident that under existing conditions, no matter how much train 
service we may put on, we cannot stimulate passenger travel. The business con- 
ditions are all against it and until they improve, there is no use in the world in 
our trying to make business by providing more facilities therefor. 
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Your suggestion that we undoubtedly have idle oars which we could put into 
this service, does not to my mind, furnish a very good reason why we should put 
this equipment in service that will lose us money. It seems to me the argument 
would be as good to a man who has a vacant house that he had better let some- 
one go into it free of rent, than to permit it to lie idle. 

We certainly trust the commission will not urge us to do something we can- 
not afford, at the present time, to do. 

With our earnings decreasing as they are, and with bankruptcy staring us all 
in the face, as a result of a recent decision of the United States supreme court, we 
feel that we are in no position to hasten our steps in this direction by increasing 
expenses which can by no possibility bring sufficient additional earnings to us, to 
cover the ir creased expenses. Truly yours, 

W. H. Truesdale, 
Vice-President and General Manager, 

PolloTvlDgthiscorrespcndence, and by aTrangement, a conference 
between the commission and Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice-president 
and general manager, and Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, was held at the 
capitol in Des Moites, on April 27, 1897, resulting in an agreement 
for service as shown in the following letter: 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 30, 1897. 
G,W. Bales and others^ Dexter ^ Iowa; W. G. Shipley and others^ De Soto, Iowa; 

Adam Gillard and others^ Earlbam^ Iowa; 

Gentlemec^— After considerable correspondence with the officials of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, I have to advise you that at the 
request of the commis doners, Vice-President and General Manager Truesdale of 
that company, spent some time in this office with the members of the board in an 
endeavor to arrange a train service that would better accommodate the public, 
and at the same time be reasonable on the part of the company. It is hoped that 
such an arrangement has been arrived at, and on May 16th a new time table will 
take effect, which provides that train No. 4, now leaving Council Bluffs about 11 
A. M., and reaching Des Moines about 4:30 p. M., will leave Council Bluffs about 
7 A. M , reach Des Moines about 12:45 p. M.; train No. 91 will be equipped for 
passenger service and will leave Des Moines about 4 p. M., arriving at Council 
Bluffs at about 9:30 p. M. 

Trusting this will be a satisfactory and equitable solution of the matter, I 
remain, Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. A INS WORTH, 

Secretary, 

Which for the present seems to meet the demands of the peti- 
tioners and closes the case. 
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Overcharge, 



C. 1801—1897. 
R R. Williams, Keb, Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy 

Railroad Company. 

On March 19, 1897, the followiDg complaint was received: 

Keb, Wapello Co , Iowa, March 18, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir — On October 23, 1894, I had a frame dwelling shipped from Lucas, 
Iowa, on a coal car on the Chicago, Burlington & Quiocy railroad to Keb, Iowa, 
which is six miles northwest of Ottumwa, Iowa, for which they charged me $50, 
claiming by their books the dwelling weighed 60,000 pounds, while I have a bill 
of lading for the weight, 20,000 pounds, subject to correction. I have been down 
to Ottumwa and seen the freight agent about it. What can be done about it? 
I am told that I have been charged too much, and so I have according to other 
dwellings that have been shipped here. Please answer and let me know what 
can be done about it. Yours respectfully, 

R. R. Williams. 

A copy of the same was sent to Mr. W. C. Brown, general man- 
ager of the Chicago, Burlington & Qdncy Railroad company, ard 
Mr. Williams advised of his reply, in the following letter: 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 30, 1897. 
R. R, Williams, Keb^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Sometime since you laid before this board complaint of overcharge 
on a shipment of d welling house. It appears from investigation that this shipment 
was billed at 20,000 pounds subject to correction. That on arrival at Ottumwa 
the weight was raised to 60,000 pounds, but the car was not weighed. 

W. C. Brown, general manager of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy, to whom 
the matter was submitted, has made this very courteous reply: ** The failure on 
the part of our agent at Ottumwa to have the car weighed leaves us in a position 
where we are unable to verify the weight of the shipment, and I have, therefore, 
directed our people to correct the charges to the basis of 20,000 pounds and refund 
the difference." 

Please state whether this refund has been received, and whether the case is 
now settled to your satisfaction, in order that, if so, the record may so show. 
' Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

On May 20, 1897, the following letter was received by the com- 
missioners: 

Lucas, Iowa, May 20, 1897. 
Mr, W. W, Ainaworthf Railroad Commissioner^ Dea Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Mr. R. R. Williams of Lucas, Iowa, told me to write you. He 
said he got his money all right to-day from the Lucas depot agent, and also Mr. 
Williams feels very thankful to you, for he never would have got his money only 
for you. Yours with best wishes, 

R. S. Gray, for R. R. Williams. 

Closing the case. 
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C. 1802—1897. 
C. D. Bbbman, Waukon, ] 

V I 

J- Excessive freight rate. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

On March 27th the following complaint was filed by Mr. C. D. 
Beeman, of Waukon, Iowa: 

Waukon, Iowa, March 26, 1897. 
To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sirs — The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company have, for 
many years, been discriminating against this town in the matter of freights. I 
have room here to mention one only, — barrel salt in carloads from Chicago or 
Milwaukee. The haul to Decorah, Cresco, Charles City, Mason City and Algona 
is longer than to Waukon, yet we have been charged i cent per hundred weight 
more from 1894 to March Ist of this year, than either of the above named towns. 
(Mason City acd Algona, Iowa, being 100 to 150 miles further.) Lansing^) in this 
county, is three miles nearer, and the tariff there has been 10 cents per hundred 
weight, and to Waukon 12i cents. Must we submit to it? 
Yours truly, 

C D. Beeman. 

A copy of this letter was sent Mr. A. C. Bird, general traffic 
manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway, and his 
attention called to the matter of complaint by the following letter: 

A. C. Bird, General TraGc Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St, Paul Railway: 

Dear Sir — I am directed to call your attention to the enclosed copy of letter 
from C. D. Bseman, merchant of Waukon, Iowa, alleging discrimination in rates 
on barrel salt, in carloads, from Chicago or Milwaukee to Waukon. 

While this Is interstate business, and should properly go to the interstate 
commerce commission, it is sent you with the desire that should such discrimina- 
tions exist that you will correct the rate. 

The commission will be pleased to see this done and to be advised. 
Yours truly, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

By order of the commission. Secretary 

Mr. Bird's reply was as follows: 

Chicago, April 16, 1897. 

Afr. W. W, Alnswortb, Secretary Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des 

Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Yours of the 7th inst. regarding complaint of Mr. C. D. Beeman, 
of Waukon, of alleged discrimination in freight rates on salt from Chicago to 
Waukon received. There have been so many changes in salt rates during the 
last two or three years that there may at any time have been some apparent 
inequality in the adjustment. As a matter of fact we are entitled to relatively 
higher rates to branch line points than to main line points; but under any circum- 
stances it is simply impossible to keep our rates as we would like to have them. 
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A readjustment of rates was made effective on the 5th inst., the Waukon rate 
now being Hi instead of 12i cents, as heretofore. Upon reviewing the situation, 
however, I am disposed to do all that I can to remove any cause for complaint, 
even though this is purely an interstate matter, and I shall give directions to make 
the Waukon rates 11 cents intead of Hi cents. I trust this will dispose of the 
matter satisfactorily. Yours truly, 

A. C. Bird, 
General TraMc Manager, 

This reply was sent to Mr. Beeman on April 23, 1897, aod acknowl- 
edgment of receipt of same by him is dated July 15th, 1897, closing 
the case. 



Insufficient train service on 
branch line. 



C. 1803—1897. 
Citizens of Elkader, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. 
Railway Company. 

On March 29, 1897, there was filed the following petition, viz.: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners oi the State of Iowa: 

The uaderslgned citizens of Elkader, Clayton county, Iowa, and vicinity, 
respactfuUy submit to your honorable body the following facts, to-wit: 

That the Chicago, Milwjiukee & St. Paul Railway company own and are now 
operating a line of railway between McGregor and Elkader in said county, which 
said line of railroad is about twenty-eight miles in length, with four intermediate 
stations, viz., Beulah, Foreiich, Farmersburg and Saint Olaf. 

That said company is and has been for many years doing a large and lucrative 
passenger, freight and express business, a large percentage of which comes from 
the citizens of Elkader and vicinity, and said company charges the full rates 
allowed by law. 

That the accommodations afforded to the public by said company along said 
line of road are not first-class, nor such as to promote the security, convenience 
and accommodation of the public, as may be seen from the following statement of 
facts, to-wit: 

ciaid company runs but one train per day between said points, leaving McGregor 
at 9 o'clock A. M and arriving at Elkader at buch time as suits their ideas of con- 
venience, seldom making the distance of twenty-eight miles in less than three 
hours, being an average of about nine miles per hour, and frequently stopping 
by the wayside to unload ties, rails and other material, to say nothiug of the 
inau nerable times they delay the train at some intermediate point in order that 
st')ck may ba loaded into Cirs and the-te attached to the train, tiius adding to the 
inconvenience and discomfort of passengers. 

That there is but one oar attached to the train, for the accommodation of 
passengers, which is simply a small ^'caboose " with a seating capacity of about 
twent}-five, one end of which is u ed as a mall, baggage and express car, and 
very oftien ptssengers are oblig^ed to remain standing the entire distance for want 
of a seat. That as there is but one train per day on said road it is necessarily a 
7 
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mixed train and it is no common thing for the train to oome into Elkader an hour 
or two late, because of the amount of freight thrown off along the line, thus 
showing that the business of the company warrants the running of two trains per 
day. That connections cannot be made at McGregor with trains running west 
and north, nor with trains running west from Dubuque, making it necessary for 
persons desiring to go in said direction to either lay over at McGregor or go over- 
land. 

That the manner in which said road is conducted by eaid company is an imposi- 
tion on the public, a source of annoyance, discomfort and Inconvenience to the 
people of Elkader and vicinity, and they respectfully ask that your honorable 
board inform yourselves of the correctness of the statements herein made and 
order said company to: 

First.— Run two trains per day between McGregor and Elkader. 

Second.— Ait&oh to the trains so run a good passenger coach, separate and 
apart from the baggage and express car. 

Third, — Make proper connections with the trains run by said company on the 
main lines of their road, and such other order as may be proper and necessary 
to promote the security, convenience and accommodation of the public, and par- 
ticularly of the citizens of Clayton county, through which said line is operated. 

Signed, Chas. Reineck, mayor; D. D. Murphy, councilmlkn; Realto E. Price, 
councilman; H. D Brown, councilman; H. H. Barnard, oouncilmen; A. C. Hagen- 
sick, city assessor; Dan Costigan, clerk district court, and seventy-four others, 
city and county officers, business firms and citizens. 

Dated this 22d day of March, A. D. 1897. 

Accompanying this was the followiug letter of transmittal: 

Elkader, Iowa, March 27, 1897. 
Honorable Board of Railway Commissioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Gentlemen — Under separate cover I send you this day a petition, signed by 
the business men of our city, requesting an investigation of the accommodations 
afforded the public by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, in 
the operation of the Elkader branch of their road, and asking you to require said 
company to give some little attention to the security, convenience and accommo- 
dation of our people, who are patrons of said road. 

The facts stated in thjs petition form but a small part of the objeotious we 
have to the manner in which said road is being operated, but words are too feeble 
to express the discomfort and annoyance experienced by our people, and we ask 
that you inform yourselves of the actual condition of this branch. 

The town of Elkader built the depot for the company at this place and pur- 
chased the right of way for one mile, and actually built one mile of road for the 
company, and we feel that we are not asking too much in this petition. I have 
frequently been riding over this branch and had to stand the entire distance, and 
I have known the company to oome into Elkader over two hours late, and when 
within sight of town, stop for a quarter of an hour to switch cars up to a sand 
bank, and not only once, but frequently. 

If there is any further information needed I would refer you to Henry Meyer 
of this place, and to my father, who is now in your city. We respectfully ask that 
you give this matter your prompt attention, and oblige. 
Yours truly, 

John Everall, Jr. 
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On March 31, 1897, a copy of this petition was sent to Mr. A. J. 
EarliDg, vice-president and general manager of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway company, with the request that he give 
the matter complained of his attention and early reply. 

On April 5, 1 897, Mr, Barling replied, giving a table showing the bus 
iness of the Blkader branch for the year 1896 to have been as follows: 
Freight, f 3, 185. 48; passenger, $2,290.79; mails, express, etc., $1,704. 82; 
total, $7,181.09; and operating expenses to have been for the same 
period $17,758.39, and taxes $1,495.32, total $19,253.71, or a deficit of 
$12,072.62, saying: ''The statement speaks for itself, and I do not 
believe any further explanation is necessary tD convince the com- 
mission, as well as the sigaers of the petition, that the railroad is 
spending about all the money it can afford to spend for train service 
on that line." 

On April 7, 1897, the following letter was sent to Mr. Barling in 
response to the foregoing: 

Des Moines, April 7, 1897. 
Mr. A. J. Barliogf Second Vice-President and General Manager Chicago , Milwaukee 

& St. Paul Railway Company^ Chicago, 111. : 

Dear Sir— I am directed to say in reply to your favor of the 5th inst., that 
while the statement enclosed to the board in regard to the earnings and expenses 
of the Elkader branch for the year 1896 shows that it is being operated at a loss, 
yet it does not conclusively show that the passenger service might not be 
improved and arranged more efficient without any great additional expense. 
While the boapd does not wish to express any opinion at this time in regard to 
what ruliner or order it might make in this matter, yet it believes that the rail- 
way company might at least furnish a more suitable passenger coach or car upon 
that branch without any financial detriment to itself, and undoubtedly to the 
great benefit of the patrons along that line. This part of the complaint seems to 
have been overlooked in your reply thereto. You will observe, by reference to 
copy of the petition gent you, that one ground of the complaint is in regard to the 
character and kind of car used by your company upon that branch, and if the 
statements contained therein are true, it seems to this board at this time that the 
company ought, at least, to furnish a better car; in fact, a passenger coach 
attached to this train might possibly answer many of the objections made to the 
service upon this branch. Very respectfully yours, 

(Signed) W. W. Ainsworth, 

By order of the commissiOD. Secretary. 

On April 15th Mr. Barling's reply was received, and was as 
follows: 

Chicago, April 13, 1897. 
Afr. W, W. Ainsworth, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines^ 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am in receipt of your letter of the 7th, in reference to the pas- 
senger train service on the Elkader branch. To the best of my recollection, no 
complaint was made in regard to the condition or to the seating capacity of 
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the coach which is operated on that line. As I recollect it, the burden of the 
complaint was in regard to double train service, or, in other words, an additional 
daily train, and my object in sending you a statement of the earnings and expenses 
of that branch was to show that the earnings were not sufficient to justify the 
company in increasing its expenses. 

The coach in use on that line is clean and in good condition, and the seats are 
properly upholstered. It has a seating capacity of twenty-four people, which is 
more than ample for the travel on that line, and I do not see how it could be made 
more comfortable. I have never understood that any complaint as to the condi- 
tion of the coach has been made. Yours truly, 

A. J. Earling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager, 
The situation was one that seemed impossible of solution except 
by a fi)rmal hearing, and August 25th, 1897, was fixed as the date 
and parties were duly notifiei. On thai date the board of coaamis- 
siocers convened at Elkader and the meeting was attended by a 
large number of the business men of the town and vicinity. The 
railway was represented by assistant division superin- 
tendent. 

The fullest inquiry was made into the facts respecting the manner 
in which the service of the rolad had been and was being conducted, 
and «lso the amount of bus ness, present and prospective. 

The board of commissioners having taken the case under advise- 
ment, one member met General Manag r Barling ard arrangements 
for the additional train service were completed, as shown by the fol- 
lowing letter: 

Chicago, September 10, 1897. 

Hon. C. L. Davidson^ Chairman Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— la accordance with our understanding when you were in my office 
a shorb time ago, the question of additional train service on the Elkader line 
has been investigated and arrangements have been made to run an a<1ditional 
train on and after September 20. h. I wish to add, however, that it should not be 
considered a permanent arrangement, bui^ simply an experiment; in case it is 
found that it cannot be made to pay, we shall, of course, feel at liberty to at any 
time discontinue the additional service. Yours truly, 

A. J. Earling, 
Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

Tne folL w ng letter from Hon. F. D. Bayless, and information 
receive 1 from other sources as well, gives the results of the addi- 
tional serv ce: 

Elkader, Iowa, October 4, 1897. 
W. W. Ainswortb, Secretary Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

I cam^ up from Elkader on the early train (that was ordered by »he railway 
commissioners) There were fifteen tickets sold at Elkader, amouoting to about 
$30 That morniQg and evening train on Elkader branch is a great convenience, 
is well patroDiz d and ought to have been put on years ago. 

Yours very truly, P. D. Bayless. 
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The demands of the complainants having been thus met the case 
is closed. 



C. 1804—1897. 
Frank Wisdom, Creston, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
R. R. Co., and Chicago Great 
Western Railway Company. 



Additional depot facilities at 
Afton Junction. 



On March 31, 1897, Mr. Frank Wisdom, attorney- at-law, Creston, 
Iowa, filed two petitions, asking for additional depot facilities at 
Afton Junction. They are similar in terms, but neither giv^ s the 
residences of the petitioners. The following is a copy of one of 
these petitions: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, would respectfully represent that Afton Junction is a 
crossing other than an intersection of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad, 
and the Chicago Great Western railroad in Union county. 

On the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad the following trains carrying 
passengers stop at said junction, to-wit: Train No. 4, which reaches the junction 
going east at 2:50 o'clock P. M. : train No. 14, going east, which reaches the junc- 
tion at 8 o^clock A. M.; train No 13, going west, which reaches the junction at 6:40 
o'clock p. M.; train No. 3, going west, which reaches the junction at 11:50 a. m. 
All of these trains are marked on the schedule to stop upon signal, but all of 
them regularly make stops, receive and take on passengers. 

Upon the Great Western, all passenger trains stop going north and south. A 
great many passengers change trains at this place. Passengers who leave the 
"Q" at 2:50, to go north on the Great Western, have to wait until 6 o'clock 
Passengers who leave the Great Western at 9:30 have to wait until 11:50 to go 
west on the '*Q." 

There are no adequate depot accommodations for the number of people who have 
to remain at this point waiting for trains. The waiting room is only 11x13 feet, 
and many times the seats are not sufficient to afford a resting place for the wait- 
ing passengers. There is no separate room for ladies. The amount of passenger 
traffic exchanged at this place is greater than that at many of the stations along 
the line of either road where comfortable depot buildings are maintained. 

We would, therefore, respectfully ask that you investigate the accommoda- 
tions afforded the traveling public at this point, and believe that you will deter- 
mine that they are wholly inadequate. 

J. C. MacGinitie, A. N. Keys, Wm. Bacon, J. L. Thompson, R. J. Miller, E. 
I. Thompson, Thos. Fox, H. E. Rex, R. M. McKnight, S. H. Beall, L. A. Wheat- 
ley, Wm. Micre, E. M. Cook, J. P. Ambrosier, E. A. Wales, J. W. Rhyne, J. M. 
Jackson, John Elliott (?), P. A. Holmes, R. C. Delmige, and forty others. 

The other is signed by forty names. A copy of these petidons 
was sent at once to Samuel C. Stickney, general manager of the 
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Chicago Great Western Railway company, and one to Mr. W. C. 
Brown, general manager of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road company. 

The following are the replies of these officials of the two roads: 

St. Paul, MinD., AprU 10, 1897. 
Mr, W, W. AiDSwortb, Secretary Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to your favor of the Slst ulto., regarding facilities at 
Afton Junction. 

For nine months, April to Daoember, 1896, the number of passengers arriving 
at and departing from Afton on our trains was follows: Arriving, total for nine 
months, through ticketed to Chicago Burlington & Quincy, 288; average per 
month, 32; average per day, 1; local tickets, total for nine months, 1,638; average 
per month, 182; average per day, 6; total arriving for nine months, 1,925; average 
per month, 214; average per day, 7. Departing, through ticketed from Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy, total for nine months, 306; average per month, 34; average 
per day, 1; local tickets, 1,701; per month, 189; per day, 6; total departing, 2,007, 
per month, 223; per day, 7. 

We have two north bound and three south bound trains passing Afton Junc- 
tion at convenient hours, and it is fair to assume that each train carries its pro- 
portion of passengers. On the assumption that all of the passengers departed 
on north bound trains, and all arrived on south bound trains, which is not at all 
probable, the average number for each train north bound was three and one-half 
and for each train south bound was two and one-half. There is an interval of 
over two hours between the passing of all our trains at Afton, so it is fair to assume 
that the greatest average number of passengers who were compelled to use the 
station at the same time was three and one- half and if all of the passengers each 
day arrived and departed on but two trains, the greatest average number at any 
one time was seven. 

From the above statistics it would certainly appear that for the present, Afton 
Junction is adequately accommodated, and until such time as our general business 
improves, and the business of Afton shows a decided increase, I trust that your 
honorable board will sustain our objections to enlarging the present depot. 
Very truly yours, 

Sam o. Stickney, 

General Manager, 

Chicago, April 24, 1897. 
Mr, W. W, Ainswortby Secretary Iowa Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 
Dear Sir — Replying to yours of the 24th in regard to communication from Mr. 
Frank Wisdom, and some sixty others, complaining of insufficient accommoda- 
tions at Afton Junction. 

I have investigated this matter and find the complaint is well founded, and for 
your information would say 1 have directed our people to take the matter up with 
the Chicago Great Western people with a view of furnishing adequate facilities. 
We are willing to assume one-half the expense, and 1 beg to suggest that you 
communicate with the Chicago Great Western people and urge them to join us on 
the above basis. Yours truly, 

W. C. Brown, 
General Manager, 
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A copy of Mr. Brown's letter was at once sent to Mr. Stickney. 
A hearing was set for May 19, 1897, but to accommodate Mr. Wisdom, 
attorney for the petitioners, it was postponed., and it was arranged 
by correspondence that additional depot facilities would be provided, 
as shown by the following letters to Mr. Bro^n: 

De« Moines, Iowa, October 8, 1897. 
Mr, W, C. Browtky General Manager Chicago^ Bturlington & Qaincy Railroad Com-- 

patsy ^ Chicago y 111 : 

Dear Sir— I am directed to say that Mr. C. Shields, general superintendent of 
the Chicago Great Western Railway company, proposes to join your company in 
the construction of additional transfer facilities at Afton Junction, and suggests 
the following specifications: 

ESTIMATE FOR CHANGES AT APTON JUNCTION— PLAN "A." 

The estimate U for the building of a 12-foot by 12-foot addition to the present 
building for a women's waiting room, and two baggage rooms, one at the level 
of each platform. The baggage rooms to be a standard 10 by 12 section house. 
The addition to present building to be of similar construction, except that it is 
to be lap aided over paper and the old building is to be papered and lapsided. 

From under side of joist to the ground of both new and old part is to be double 
boarded, with No. 2 tarred felt between, in order to add to the warmth of the 
building. 

All of the buildings to have two coats of paint on outside, and two coats on all 
new woodwork on inside of addition to depot. 

Estimate includes two 8-foot settees and new stove. 

Additional platform and walk to toilets, as outlined in yellow on drawings. 

Total estimates cost three hundred and seventy -five dollars ($375). 

ESTIMATE FOR PLAN **B." 

Provides for one baggage room, 8-foot by 12-foot, on level with depot; all 
other work to be same as specified for plan ** A." 

Total estimated cost, three hundred and forty dollars ($340). 

Blue print showing proposed additional construction colored in yellow is also 
enclosed, which kindly return. 

Superintendent Shields also says: ** We will have the work done, providing 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy will pay us one-half the cost." 

This, the board believes, brings your interests together; and trusts that the 
construction may speedily be built. 

Kindly advise the commission of jour further action. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 
By order of the commission. 

Burlington, October 18, 1897. 
Hon, W, W, Ainsworthy Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Your letter of 8(ih to Mr. W. C. Brown, general manager, about 
proposal of the Chicago Great Western road to join our company in better pas- 
sennger facilities at Afton Junction has been referred to me. 
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I think plan '*A" is all right, except that the estimated cost is too high, but I 
presume it is the intention of the Chicago Great Western to only charge us on the 
basis of actual cost for this work. I should, however, like to have this under- 
stood. I also think each company should own its own baggage room, leaving the 
station proper the only building owned jointly. In this event we would put our 
own baggage room at the foot of the incline. 

If the suggestions made by me are satisfactory to the Chicago Great Western 
road we are willing that the work should proceed, /. e., the Chicago Great Western 
to make the improvements, with the exception of the baggage rooms, charging us 
one-half of the actual cost of labor and material. Blue print enclosed with your 
letter is herewith returned. Yours truly, 

C. M. Levey, 
Superintendent Iowa Lines. 

Chicago Great Western Railway, 
Office of General Superintendent, 
St. Paul, Minn., October 28, 1897. 
Mr. W. W, AinswoTthf Secretary Board of Railway Commissioners, Des Moines^ 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Referring to your favor of October 26th, addressed to our general 
manager, which has been referred to me. We will go ahead and build the depot 
in accordance with plan **A,'' with the exception that each company will build 
its own baggage room. We will expect the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy tobear 
one-half the actual expense of erecting the depot in accordance with plan **A." 
I would be pleased to have a reply from the Burlington acknowledging their 
understanding of this proposition. Our chief engineer will go ahead with the 
work at once. Yours truly, 

C. Shields, 
General Superintendent, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 8, 1897. 
Mr, C, L, Davidson, Chairman State Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moinesj 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir— In regard to the improvement at Af ton Junction in depot facilities, 
beg to advise you that the work is completed. 
Yours respectfully, 

Thos. N. Hooper, 
Division Freight Agent Chicago Great Western Railway Company, 
This closes the case, g 

C. 1805—1897. 

BiNFORD & BiNPORD, MARSHALL- ^ 
TOWN. 

V. 



Concerning viaduct. 



On April 3, 1897, the following inquiry was received by the com- 
mission from Messrs. Binford & Binford of Marshalllown, Iowa, and 

reply made as shown : 

Marshalltown, Iowa, April 2, 1897. 
Mr, W, W, Ainsworth, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, 

Iowa; 

Dear Sir — We have, in this city, on a principal street, a very bad and dan- 
gerous crcssiug for teams running through the yards, substantially the Iowa Cen- 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 105 

tral railroad and the Chicago & North- Western railroad. There are a great 
man}' tracks to cross within & small distance and it is very dangerous. 

A number of citizens have spoken to us in relation to the crossing and desired 
some action taken towards getting a viaduct built across said tracks. We write 
you, as secretary of the board, to please inform us what steps are necessary for us 
to take here to present the matter properly before the railroad commissioners, 
that they may act and take such steps as they think will be proper for the pro- 
tection of our people. An early answer will oblige. 

We have not known of any such work being done in this part of the state, nor 
none has come within our notice, consequently we desire some information on the 
subject, that we may proceed properly and intelligently. 

Trusting that you will not deem this an unreasonable request, we remain, 
Yours very truly, BiNFORD & BiNPORD, 

Attorneys at Law. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 15, 1897. 
Messrs. Binford & Binford, Marsballtowtiy Iowa: 

Gentlemen — I am directed to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 2d 
inst. and to say in reply that chapter 32, laws of the Twenty-second General 
Assembly, authorizes cities of 7,000 population or over to require the construction 
of viaducts over or under railroads crossing public streets. 

If the council desires to invoke the aid of this commission it would be neces- 
sary to forward the plans of the viaduct to this office with a request or petition 
for the official examination and approval of the board of railroad commissioners 
as provided in section t . 

Upon receipt of these the commission will set a date for a hearing which 
would be held in your city. 

Trusting this may answer your inquiries, I am, 
Yours very respectfully, 

By order of the commission. W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 



C. 1806—1897. 
Woman's Village Improvement 
Society of Coon Rapids, Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. 
Railway Company. 

Oa April 10, 1897, the following complaint was addressed to the 
commissioners by Senator Garst: 

April 10, 1897. 
To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines ^ Iowa: 

Gentlemen— At the request of the Woman^s Village Improvement society, 
and the interested property owners of Coon Rapids, I call your attention to the 
fact that the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railroad have an embankment along 
one of the streets of the town, averaging in height from twelve to twenty feet* 
This is very unsightly and the interested parties referred to request that you 
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call the attentioa of said railroad company to the fact that they are very desirous 
of haviag this unsightly pile of dirt removed. 
Yours truly, 

(Signed) Warren Garst, 

A copy of this complaint was forwarded to Mr. A. J. Earling, 
vice-president and general manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, and on May 5, 1897, the following reply 
was received from him: 

Chicago, May 3, 1897. 
Mr. W, W, Ainswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioaersy Des Moiaes, 

Iowa: 
dDear Sir— I am in receipt of your letter of the 231 ult,, together with a com- 
munication from Senator Warren Garst of Coon Rapids, Iowa. It is possible that 
the earth which was wasted from the gravel pit has encroached upon the high- 
way by reason of the heavy rains which may have carried some of the material 
beyond the company's property line. 

Our superintendent has been instructed to look into the matter and to at once 
remote any earth which may have run over onto the highway. 
Yours truly, 

(Signed) A. J. Earling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

The following letter was received from Mr. Earling May 10, 1897: 

Chicago, May 8, 1897. 
Mr. W. W. Atnswortby Secretary^ Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Since my letter to you of the 3d I have received the report of our 
superintendent in reference to tbe complaint of Senator Garst of Coon Rapids, 
Iowa, and I find from this report that there has been no encroachment of the 
street from the pile of earth referred to. On my return to the city this morning 
I find your letter of the 4th in which the same statement is made, viz., that there 
has been no encroachment of the highway. 

When I replied to your first communication I did not for one moment suppose 
that Senator Garst would expect the cjmpany to remove the pile of earth so long 
as it is confined to the company's own premises, and so long as it does not 
encroach upon the public highway. During the past fifteen years the company 
has purchased more or less land in and about Coon Rapids for the purpose of 
taking the gravel therefrom, and Senator Garst is well aware of the fact that a 
part of this property was purchased for the express purpose of piling thereon the 
top soil from the gravel banks, and that it is not a reasonable request to now ask 
the company to remove the pile of earth in question, and so long as it is confined 
to the company's own premises we must respectfully decline to remove it. I will 
say this muob, however, that in case we should be required to use such material 
. for bridge filling, widening of embankments, or for any other purpose, in the 
vicinity of Coon Rapids, a special effort will be made to take it from the pile in 
question; but unless we find that some such use can be made of it, I can see no 
reason why the company should be required to incur the expense of removing it. 

It may be, as stated by Senator Garst, that it is unsightly, but I believe it is 
well known to the commission that there must be more or less of what is generally 
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termed *' stripping" in connection with the working of a gravel pit, and the sur- 
roundings are not usually very attractive. In taking out gravel in the future we 
shall endeavor, however, to ramove the stripping to such places as will be least 
objectionable to the village or city of Ck>on Rapids. 
Yours truly, 

A. J. Earling, 
Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

April 11, 1897, Senator Garst called at the office of the commission 
and instructed the board to dismiss the matter, and this closes the 
case 



- Fencing. 



C. 1807—1897. ^ 
J. C. LocKwooD, Greene, 

V; 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 
Northern Railway Company. 

On April 11, 1896, the board received the following letter: 

Greene, Iowa, April 10, 1896. 
To the Honorable Railway Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

The undersigned, your petitioner, respectfully represents to your honorable 
body that he is the owner of and in possession of outlots 1 and 2 in the incorpo- 
rated town of Greene, in Butler county, Iowa. That he has owned and occupied 
said land for a period of about eight years for agricultural purposes. That when 
h9 purchased the said land, the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway 
company had a fence on the west line of outlet No. 1, between said outlot and its 
right of way, which they cared for and maintained until August, 1895. That they 
then removed the said fence, thereby throwing open the cultivated fields and 
pasture of your petitioner and endangering his crops and stock. That he imme- 
diately served a written notice on the said railway company to rebaild the said 
fence, which they have neglected and refused to do. That when he purchased 
outlot No. 2 there was on the west line of said lot an old fence between said outlet 
and right of way of said railway company. That he served a written notice on 
said company to rebuild the said fence, which they have neglected and refused to 
do, alleging as a reason therefor that their land joining outlot No. 2 is set apart 
for depot purposes, when, in fact, it is used for agricultural purposes, and for no 
other purpose has it been used for the past eight years. 

Your petitioner, therefore, asks your honorable body to investigate the facts 
in this, and secure such action and relief as in your judgment he is legally enti- 
tled to. Very respectfully yours, 

J. C. LOCKWOOD. 

The matter waa at once takan up with President C. J. Ives of the 
respondent company, who, in a letter dated April 21, 1896, enclosing 
letter from Chief Engineer H. P. White, on the same subject, and 
plat showing the situation, admitted the duty of tue company to build 
a certain portion of the fence asked for, when Mr. Lockwood had 
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built other fencing to connect with same in order to properly make 
the enclosure. The position of the company was at once commu- 
nicated to Mr Lockwood. 

On April 25, 1896, Mr. Lockwood wrote the board, denying the 
correctness of the plat filed' by the railway company, and enclos- 
ing another which it was claimed showed the true condition of 
affairs, and insisting that the fence he had asked for should be con- 
structed. 

After some further correspondence, a member of the board visited 
the locality and made a personal examination of the premises. 
Thereupon the board advised the company that **It would seem that 
all that part of the right of way extending southeasterly from the 
stock yards is not at present used for station or depot purposes. If 
we are correct in this conclusion it would seem as though that por- 
tion of the ground at least should be fenced." 

On October 9th Mr. Ives said ** I have given instructions for this 
fence to be built at once, and it will be finished next week." 

Under date of November 6, 1896, Mr. Lockwood statsd that the 
railway company had rebuilt the fence adjoining outlot No. 1. 

The case is therefore closed. 



! Glassyfwation. Interpretation of 

\ rule 5. 

I 



C. 1808—1897. 
The Ketchum & Johnson Com- ] 

PANY, MaRSHALLTOWN, j 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way Company. J 

Oq April 12, 1897, the following letter was received from the 
Ketchum & Johoson company, wholesale dealers in farm machinery, 
wagons, buggies, etc.. Mars hall town, asking an interpretation of 
rule 5 of the Iowa classification: 

MARSHALLTOWN, lowa, April 10, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — We recently shipped a mixed oar of agricultural implements, 
including farm machinery, farm wagons, and buggies, billing same as agricultural 
implements. They were loaded in a fifty-foot furniture car. Should the railroad 
company charge us for the actual weight, based on Class A, or should they add 
for additional length of car over a certain size? Our understanding is that bug- 
gies in long cars pay added freight, but not agricultural implements. Kindly 
advise us. Yours truly, 

Ketchum & Johnson Co. 

In reply the commission said: 
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Des Moines, Iowa, April 12, 1897. 
Ketchum & Johnson^ Marsballtown, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — Your inquiry without date received to-day, The Iowa classifi- 
cation provides (see rule 5, amendment No 3, sent you to-day), ** <iVhere minimum 
weights are specially provided for in the classification, or by amendments, those 
weigfhts will govern, regardless of the length uf the oar or of the above rule 
(rule 5).'' Consequently, a carload of agricultural implements and vehicles 
would take a minimum of 20 000 pounds (see classification, page 5), and if the 
weight of the contents exceed 20,000 pounds, the charge should be based on 
actual weight. Please state whether this ruling is in acoor-dance with the charge 
made by the railway company. The only reason for making thi^ request is that 
it is desired to ascertain how rule 5 is being interpreted. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

The following letters were excharged: 

Marshalltown, Iowa, April 14, 1897. 
W. W. Ainswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Comanssioners^ D s Moines^ Iowa: 
Dear Sir— W'e are in receipt of your letter of April 12oli, tna coibents of 
which we have carefully noted. The oar in question contained agricultural 
implements, farm wagons and buggies, and was consigned as agricultural imple* 
ments. The actual weight of the load in the car as shown by the railroad com- 
pany's weight is 19,400 pounds. The railroad company based t^eir raising of 
weight on rule 5 and raised the weight to 29,600 pounds, the goods having been 
loaded in a 50-foot car. In cjnversation with them this morning ch jy sta..e that 
rule 5 must stand, as they have not accepted amendment No. 3 The above trans- 
action was given with the Chicago & North- Western railway We h^v > had the 
matter up with the general freight department of the lawa Ceaorai and they 
interpret rule 5 the same as you do as stated in your leiter. In this case, what 
couise would you advise us to pursue? Yours irulv, 

Ketchum & Johnson Co. 

A I ril 16, 1897. 
Ketchum & Johnson Co,, Marshall to wn^ Iowa; 

Ge>ttLiE.\o:p^— Referring coy lU'-s tnis date, in which you say the Chicago & 
North-Wesoern c )mpany, or au eoap )v^e, iafjptns you thit cfeiy'ha/e not 
accepted amendmeno No 3 bo Iowa cUssldcition N ). 11," and a«lE wiit c mrse to 
pursue. Replying I beg t) state that C a n insllned to think th ^ co aprtay^s gen- 
eral officers will not sustain thU view, aid thit they will che^rfally r fund any 
overcharge, provided one has been made. 

Should the company decline to m^)s:e refund after reasoi^oie notice and 
explanation the attention of the commission can be called to the c se. 

Respectfully yours, W. W. AiNS worth, 

Sfcretary. 

No farther commuQicatioa haviag beea received from he Ketchum 
& J ihason Co., tue cmcludoa is t* at no reaso i exist^^ for the 
further action uf the commission, and tne case is clost d 
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C. 1809—1897. 
George Frazier, Panora, 

V. 

Des Moines, Northern & West- 
ern. 



- Stock killed — cattle guards. 



On April 14, 1897, Mr. John Jackley, of Panora, filed the follow- 
ing complaint for Mr. Frazier: 

Panora, Iowa, April 13, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners of lowa^ Des Moines, loWa: 

Dear Sirs— The Des Moines, Northern & Western railway have a wood cattle 
guard one mile south of Panora, Iowa; said cattle guard is filled up so that there 
is no pit or daylight under it. On April 3, 1897, Mr. George Frazier had five 
horses get out of his field onto the road, get through a 4-board ^ate, which had 
either been left open or the strong wind had blown it down, so that the horses 
got out. into the road, going over the gate, thence going south in the road about 
200 feet; then going over the cattle guard, and then going northwest down the 
railway. About an hour later a freight train came along which did not whistle 
until they wer e within about 300 feet of the horses. The horses then ran away from 
the train, but they followed the horees killing one by one until the five head were 
killed; they then slackened up the train after killing three of the horses, and let 
the two last horses get away from them some forty rods and then took a second 
start and crowded the horses over a bridge and killed both of them on the bridge. 
Now, the railroad company, or the Des Moines, Northern & Western railway, 
refuses to pay for the horses. This same cattle guard is so poorly constructed so 
that any horse will cress it as readily as an ordinary culvert. Mr. Fraaier is a 
poor man and needs settlement at once, eo that he can get some horses to put in 
his crop. This crossing is also very dangerous to the traveling public, as the track 
comes around a bend, and the track is about five feet below the level of the ground 
where the railroad crosses the public highway. They should be forced to put a 
flagman at the crossing. 

Gentlemen, kindly see so that the railroad company pays Mr. Frazier, and aUo 
puts in an underground crossing or put a flagman. 
Hoping to hear from you goon, 

John Jackley. 

On August 19, 1897, -Mr. F. C. Hubbell, superintendent Des 
Moines, Northern & ^Western Railway company, stated that the 
claim had been settled, thus closing the case. 



C. 1810—1897. 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery 1 

Company, Des Moines, 

y Overcharge^ passenger rate. 

V , 

Omaha & St. Louis Railway Co. J 

On April 20, 1897, the following letter was received, and answer 
made as below: 
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Des Moines, Iowa, April 19, 1897. 
Railroad Commisaionerst City: 

Gentlemen— One of our salesmen informs us that the Omaha & St. Louis 
road charge their passengers 4 cents per mile for travel. 

Is not this a violation of the Iowa law? Any information you can give us regard- 
ing this matter will be thankfully received." 

Awaiting your reply, we are. Yours truly, 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Co. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 22, 1897. 
Iowa Leather and Saddlery Company^ Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — In reply to your letter of the 19th inst., I am directed to say 
that section 2027 of the code of Iowa provides for the rates of charges for paEsen- 
ger fares on the roads doing business in this state. This permits class ^*A" roads 
to charge 3 cents per mile; class **B," 3i cents per mile, and class ^^C," 4 cents 
per mile. The roads are classified according to the gross amount of their respect- 
ive annual earnings per mile within the state for the preceding year. 

Class **C" includes all roads whose gross annual earnings per mile were 
less than' $3,000. The Omaha & St. Louis is a class '' " road, and hence, under 
the law, entitled to charge 4 cents per mile. 
Yours very respectfully, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 



0. 1811—1897. 

Raney Bros., Fairfield, \ 

V. > Bates on paving brick. 

Railway Companies. ) 

On April 26, 1897, Messrs. Raney Bros. , of Fairfield, addressed the 
board in the matter of rates on paving brick, the correspondence 
being self explanatory: 

Fairfield, Iowa, April 17, 1897. 
W, W, Ainswortbf Secretary Board of Railway Commissioners^ Des Moines. Iowa : 

Dear Str — What actioD, if any, can be taken to secure rights to shippers 
where discrimination is made in regard to freight rates? We are in the brick 
and tile business here and are shipping considerable over both the Rock Island 
and C hicago, Burlington & Quincy roads, and we are^charged full rates of ^freight 
according to their printed schedule and the schedule*furnished by the Iowa com- 
mission. We are informed that the roads have combined to ship into our town 
several hundred thousand brick from Des Moines at an exceedingly low rate, 
probably considerably less than one-half rate, at least not exceeding one-half of 
the regular schedule rate, and which they charge us on all brick which we ship 
out of here. Please inform us what is our remedy and what method we should 
take to have the matter adjusted, Respectfully yours, 

Raney Bros. 

Des Moines, April 23, 1897. 
Raney Bros.^Fair£eld^ Iowa: 

Gentlemen — Your recent statement alleging discrimination on the part of 
the railroad companies in matter of rates on brick has been received. In it you 
state that ^* We are charged full rates of freight, according to their printed sched- 
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ule and the schedule furnished by the Iowa commission. We are informed that 
the roads have combined to ship into our town several hundred thousand brick 
from Des Moines at an exoeedinf^ly low rate, probably considerably less than one- 
half rate, at least not exceeding one-half of the regular schedule rate, and which 
they charge us on all brick which we ship out of here." 

Before proceeding further with this case you will kindly obtain, if possible* 
and send this office, any schedules, tariffs or expense bills, or other evidence of 
rates actually paid on the brick in question. This information is needed in order 
that there may be no question as to the rates actually charged. 

There is sent you under another cover a copy of the Iowa schedule and classifi- 
cation, together with amendment No. 3 thereto, taking effect July 22, 1896, on 
page 1 of which you will observe that *^Brick, vitrified, for paving purposes" are 
82 per cent of Class E. 

Please advise this office fully whether the rates which you claim are being 
charged are the rates last above referred to, viz., 82 per cent of Class E, and also 
whether such rates are on paving brick or common brick. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Pairfield, Iowa, April 24, 1897. 
W. W, AJnswortb^ Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 
Dear sir— Yours of the 23d Inst., relative to the matter of freight rates on 
brick from Das Moines to this place, received. We have already beea investi- 
gating the matter of evidence as to rates given on brick from Des Moines to this 
place, and will continue our investigations, and if our suspicious and our infor- 
mation are found to be correct, we will call your attention fartii-jr to the matter. 
The copy of the lov^a schedule and classification, received, and wq thank you for 
the same, although we have had a copy of tne same ever since it was issued. If 
we are able to obtain satisfactory evidence respecting this matter, we will report 
to you fully and it may be that we will desire further information as to the man- 
ner of procedure, and if so, will write you. 

Respectfully yours, Raney Bros. 

Nothing further having been heard from the parties it must be 
assumed that they are satis&d with present condiiiOQb, heuce the 
case is closed. 



- Highway crossing. 



C. 1812—1897. 
Lewis McKimpson, Thayer, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad 

On April 27, 1897, the following complaint was filed: 

Thayer, Iowa, April 23, 1897. 

To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa Des Mot es, Iowa 

1 send you tbis letter to see if there is nit some way that we (mn make the 

Chicago, durllngton & Qaincy Ra*iroad company put iu a cr^ss^ag over their 

track on a road to be opened direct to a schuolhouse for the convt nience of the 
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scholars without having to go from two and one-half to three miles around; and 
crossing they now have is not safe. It is right at the head of their reservoir, and 
the hack-water runs over the road; but where it is wanted will be safe, and the 
old crossing can be vacated, as road is not safe and is out of the way. Please let 
me know as soon as possible, and oblige, Yours very truly, 

Lewis McKimpson. 

A copy was, on April 30, 1897, sent to Mr. W. C. Brown, gen- 
eral manager of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad com- 
pany, to which he replied under date of June 2, 1897: 

Referring to yours of the 30th of April, with complaint of Mr. Lewis McKimp- 
son of Thayer, requesting a crossing over our track. We have been ordered by 
the road supervisor to repair the road west of the reservoir, and as soon as that 
is fixed our people believe the objections of Mr. McKimpson will be met. If this 
is not satisfactory to your board, please advise. 

This reply was sent to complainant on June 4, 1897, and he was 
addressed on July 31, 1897, and again on September 22, 1897, to 
which he made the following reply: 

Thayer, Iowa, September 27, 1897. 
Dear Sir— In reply to yours of recent date, asking if I am satisfied, I will say, 
yes. The company fixed the road in good shape, and I have no further complaint 
to make. Yours respectfully, 

Lewis McKimpson. 

This closes the case. 



C. 1813—1897. 
Jas. G. Ricke, Granger, 

V. 

Des Moines, Northern & West- 
ern Railway Company. 



- Drainage. 



On May 11, 1897, the board received the following communication 
from Jas. G. Ricke, of Granger. 

Granger, Iowa, May 10, 1897. 
To the Railroad Commissiouera: 

Gentlemen — ^I write you in regard to opening a ditch on the right of way 
of the Des Moines, Northern & Western railway. I live one mile south of 
Granger. I have a slough which ought to go across the railroad, but when they 
built the railroad they made a cut of about four feet for almost one-fourth mile 
and instead of putting in a tile or small culvert to let the water go into natural 
course they turned it down the side of the track. Now, I have no objection to 
this, but the ditch, during dry seasons, has become filled up so as to back the water 
up on my land, and not only the water that comes out of this slough, but water 
that comes for about one-fourth mile that really ought to go its natural course. 
The ditch is about ten or twelve rods long, and if it was about two feet wide and 
fifteen or eighteen inches deep would carry the water all right. I have seen the 
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section boss about it two or three times, and some two weeks ago I wrote the 
roadmaster about it, but cannot get them to pay any attention to the matter. Of 
course the section boES said he would do it if he had authority so to do. * * * 
I would like to have it attended to at once as it spoils about two acres of land for 
culture. If you gentlemen have any information that would be of any benefit to 
me or can do me any good would be glad to receive it. 

Hoping that I shall hear from you at an early date, I remain, 
Yours truly, 

Jas. G. Ricke. 

On date of receipt the case was taken up with the respondent 
company, and Mr. F. C. Hubbell, superintendent, on May 13th, 
answered as follows: 

Replying to attached, will say the natural water course at the point in ques- 
tion is across our tracks. We are perfectly willing to put in a culvert at this 
point, but our understanding is that Mr. Ricke does not want a culvert. He 
wants the water to run down one of our long cuts with the result that it makes 
the roadbed soft and impassable. You can readily see we cannot allow this. If 
Mr. Ricke will withdraw his objection to the culvert under our road, we will put 
it in at once. 

Replying, Mr. Ricke, on May 16, 1897, wrote the board: 

Yours of the 14th at hand, and in reply will say that Mr. Hubbell is wrong 
when he says that I want the water to go down one of his long outs. I never said 
this, but I did say, or what I meant when I said that I had no objection to the 
water going down the track was, that if the company wanted to take it that way, 
I had no objection. 

The section foreman came to me the next day after I wrote you about the case 
and said the company would put in a culvert, but where he said jthey would put 
^t in would ^ive no outle^^Jor the water. The section foreman said, himself, that 
he did not s^ that it w6u\(^ benefit me one bit. 

I do not think that it is for me to say which way the company takes this water, 
or what they do with it, but all I have asked of the company is for them to keep 
the water from backing up on my land and causing it to be unfit for use. It would 
also be better for the company to keep this water from standing on my land, and 
on their right of way. It would be far better to let it run off in two or three days 
than to have it lay alongside of the track for two or three weeks to slowly soak 
away. 

If we cannot arrive at some conclusion with this I would prefer that you visit 
the ground and see it for yourself. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Superintendent Hubbell, who 
said, under date of June 19th: 

I recently made a trip over the Boone line and called upon Mr. Ricke, in com- 
pany with our roadmaster. Mr. Ricke has a slough of about thirty acres, which 
he admits needs a drain tile its whole length. He is not at this time financially 
able to make this improvement. By using our right of way he thinks he can 
drain a certain amount of this slough. We, therefore, have arranged with him 
to allow him to put his team to work on our right of way and plow a ditch, with 
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the understanding that should the scheme not work satisfactorily to us, we will 
have the right to close it. 

The commission, on June 19th, asked Mr. Bicke to advise the 
board whether the foregoing was his understanding of the matter, 
and on July 10, 1897, he says: ** You may close the case. The ditch 
is not dug yet, but I suppose it will be when the company gets ready 
to do their part of it." Nothing further having been heard from 
complainant, the case is closed. 



C. 1814—1897. 
P. D. McKay, Adbl, ] 

V I 

!- Overcharge on car of coal, 
Des Moines, Northern & West- 
ern Railway Co. 

The following correspondence explains itself: 

May 1,1897. 
Mr. J. N. THtemorCy General Freight Agent Des Moines, Northern & Western Rail- 
way Company, Des Moines: 

Dear Sir — There is enclosed herewith expense, bills, invoice, also part of a 
letter from Van Ginkel Coal Co. to F. D. McKay of Adel, and one from Mr. McKay 
to this office, in relation to what he terms an overcharge of 82 cents on coal. 
With return of all papers please give your views of the situation. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

Des Moines, May IL, 1897. 
Mr. W, W, Ainsworthj Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

DEA.R Sir — Elef erring to your letter of the 1st inst. regarding claim of F. D. 
McKay, Adel, for overcharge on car of coal. I enclose all papers in this matter 
for your inspection. Mr. McKay has never before presented bill for this over- 
charge, and of course after our accounts for the month are closed, and settlements 
made in accordance with weights furnished us by the shippers, the only way we 
could handle the matter was in shape of a claim. If you will return papers I will 
send tliem to the agent at Adel, with instructions to pay the amount of the 
overcharge to Mr. McKay. Yours truly, 

J. N. TiTTEMORE. 

Mr. McKay was advised of the situation in the letter below: 

May 12, 1897. 
Mr, F. D, McKay, Adel, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— A few days since, there was received from you a claim against the 
Des Moines, Northern & Western Railway company for an alleged overcharge on 
car of coal. The matter was taken up with Mr. J. N. Tittemore, the general 
freight agent of the company, who has, sinci that time, been in correspoadence 
with his subordinates in reference to the case. To-day a letter is received from 
him in which he says: **Mr. McKay has never before presented a bill for this 
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overchargfe, and of course after our accounts for the month were closed, and set- 
tlement made in accordance with weights furnished us by the shippers, the only 
way we could handle the matter was in shape of a claim. If you will return 
papers, I will send them to the agent at Adel, with instructions to pay the 
amount of the overcharge to Mr. McKay." In accordance with the suggestion of 
Mr. Tittemore, the papers have been returned to him, and you will doubtless, 
within a short time, be reimbursed for the overcharge paid. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. Ainsworth 

Secretaty. 

Notice of this action was sent to Mr. Tittemore. 

May 12, 1897. 
Mr, J. N, TittemorCf General Freight Agent Des Moines^ Northern & Western Rail- 
way Company f Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Your favor of the 11th inst. concerning claim of P. D. McKay, of 
Adel, for overcharge on car coal, is received. 

I note that you say **If you will return papers, I will send them to the agent at 
Adel, with instructions to pay the amount of the overcharge to Mr. McKay." In 
accordance therewith the papers are returned herewith, and Mr. McKay has 
been advised of your prompt action in this case. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. A ins WORTH, 

Secretaty, 

Not hearing of a satisfactory settlement of the case, an inquiry 
was sent to Mr. Tittemore on July 81st, and on August 5th the fol- 
lowing was received, which closed the case. 

August 5, 1897. 
W. W, Ainsworthy Secretary: 

Dear Sir— Referring to your letter of July 3l8t, enclosing claim of F. D. 
McKay, of Adel. This matter is covered by our claim D. 4018. We paid McKay 
the amount as soon as you returned the papers to us, and it now stands on our 
records as a claim for relief by the agen of Adel, who advanced the amount. 
Yours truly, J. N. Tittemore. 



C. 1815—1897. 
Dr. O. N. Hoyt, Geeen Mountain, '] 

V 

Y Additional train service. 
Chicago Great Western Rail- j 

WAY Company. J 

On May 28, 1897, Dr. O. N. Hoyt, of Green Mountain, Iowa, made 
a personal application at the office of the commission, asking for 
additional train service at that station. In furtherance of this appli- 
cation the following letter was addressed: 

May 28, 1897. 
Mr, Sam, C. Stickney^ General Manager Chicago Great Western Railway Company ^ 

St, Paul, Minn, : 

Dear Sir— Dr. O. N. Hoyt, of Green Mountain, called at this office to-day and 
made statement substantially as follows: 

Green Mountain is a small station eight miles north of Marshalltown, on your 
line of road, but has a population tributary thereto as a shipping point of about 
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800. Passengers leaving Green Mountain bound for Marshalltown, De s Moines 
or other points south, can take the morning train No. 6, but are unable to return 
the same day for the reason that the evening train No. 2 going north will not 
stop at that station. A number of persons have used other routes when going 
to Chicago because of this inconvenience, and patrons of the road at that place 
feel that this train should be allowed to stop to let off passengers and to stop on 
signal to take on passengers. 

Kindly give this matter your consideration, and advise the board what you 
can do to relieve this complaint. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

By order of the commission. Secretary, 

General Manager Stickney replied under date of June 2, 1897, and 
his reply was forwarded to Dr. Hoyt by letter, as follows i 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 4, 1897. 
Dr, O, N. Hojty Green Mountain^ Iowa: 

Deab Sib— You will remember that on May 28th you called at this office and 
requested that the Chicago Great Western Railway company stop its train No. 
2 at Green Mountain on signal, for reasons stated. As you were advised at the 
time, the matter was immediately taken up with the officials of the company and 
they were asked to give the request their consideration, and advise the board 
what they could do to relieve the complaint. 

Answering, Mr. S. C. Stickney, general manager, says: '* Replying to your 
favor of May 28th, I beg to advise that Green Mountain will be made a flag stop 
for train No. 2, to discharge passengers from Des Moines and Marsh alltown, and 
to take on passengers for Chicago, St. Paul and Minneapolis. 

** Trusting that this arrangement will prove satisfactory, I remain, etc." 

Please notify the board whether this adjustment is satisfactory to you, in 
order that, if so, the case may be closed. Very respectfully yours, 

D. N. Lewis, 

Clerk, 

In reply, dated June 5, 1897, Dr. Hoyt says, **The arrangement 
is satisfactory." Case closed. 

C. 1816—1897. 
Prank Leimkuehler, Moscow, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway. 



Excessive charge for freight. 



On May 31, 1897, the following letter was received by the board 

of railroad commissioners: 

Moscow, Towa, May 29, 1897. 
Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Sirs — I had fifty -oue bales of binding twine forwarded from Stockton to Mcs- 
cow. May 27th, and the railroad company charged me at the rate of $13.26 per 
hundred (the distance is just twelve miles), which I think is unreasonable, and I 
would kindly request your honorable board to look into this matter. 
Awaiting your early reply, I am, etc. 

Frank Leimkqehler. 
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In reply. a schedule of reasonable maximum rates for the transpor- 
tation of freight and cars on the railroads of Iowa, and the following 
letter was sent him: 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 2, 1897. 
Frank LeimkuebleTy Esq,^ Moscow^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— In yours of May 29th, you state that on fifty-one bales of binding 
twine forwarded from Stockton to Moscow the railroad company charged you at 
the rate of .13.26 per hundred pounds, the distance being twelve miles, and request 
this board to look into the matter. 

Allow me to state that there may possibly be some information connected with 
this shipment that your letter does not reveal. You speak of the twine having 
been forwarded, this would possibly indicate that back charges had accrued on 
the shipment of twine from some other point to Stockton. This would have been 
shown or will be plain to you if you will examine your paid expense bill. 

Be that as it may, binder twine is fourth class freight and the rate on fourth 
class freight in Iowa for a distance of twelve miles would be the rate for the next 
higher distance given in the schedule, or fifteen miles, and the fourth class rate 
for fifteen miles is 7.8 cents per hundred. See copy of schedule sent you page iv, 
and page 8. 

If you have correctly stated your case there is an apparent error in the matter 
which the company will, no doubt, promptly correct upon request. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretarj, 

On June 10, 1897, the following letter was received from com- 
plainant: 

Moscow, Iowa, June 9, 1897. 
Honorable Board of Railroad CommissiouerSf Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sirs— Yours of 2d inst and freight tariff of the same date came to hand, 
and after presenting the same to our local agent he has to-day refunded to me in 
cash the difference of .13.26 for second class, and 7.8 cents for fourth class, which 
was .5.46 per hundred pounds overcharge. He has two tariffs, the one is the same 
as you sent me and the other is one he has received January 1, 1897, and in that 
tariff, twine is put in second class. The matter is settled now, and I thank you 
very kindly for the prompt attention you gave this matter. 

Yours with respect, 

Frank Leimkuehler. 
This closes the case. 



C. 1817—1897. 
Hamilton & Co., Algona, ] 

I 

tWTiat is state commerce? 

Rock Rapids, Iowa, May 29, 1897. 
Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

Gentlemen — Please advise us if the railway companies can collect more than 
the Iowa distance tariff when shipments originate and terminate within the state 
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but cross a state line in the route, as the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
does in going from Emmetsburg to Lester, Iowa. 

Yours very truly, J. A. Hamilton & Co., 

Algona, Iowa. 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 2, 1897. 
/. A. Hamilton & Co,, Algona, Iowa: 

Gentlemen— Your inquiry of May 29th, asking to be advised whether the 
'* railway companies can collect more than the Iowa distance tariff in shipments 
originating and terminating within the state but crossing the state line in the 
route, like the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern does in going from Emmets- 
burg to Lester, Iowa,'' has been received. 

Replying, I beg to call your attention to the following cases: Diamond Jo line 
T. Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy, report of this board for 1889, pp. 1074-1077; 
D. J. Carpenter, Beloit, v. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, report of 1890, p. 849; 
L. E. McGilora, Larchwood, v. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern, report of 
1892, p. 862; opinion of the supreme court of Iowa in case of Carpenter v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, report of 1892, p. 901, in which opinion the 
court, following the decision of the United States supreme court in a Pennsylva- 
nia case therein cited, holds substantially that commerce beginning and ending 
within the state, though passing outside in transit, is state commerce and subject 
to state rates, sustaining the Iowa commission in its finding, and also sustaining 
the Iowa statute upon this particular point. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary. 



- Overflow highway crossing. 



C. 1818—1897. 

Prank Lestina, Road Super- 
visor, Proelich, 
V. • 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

On June 2, 1897, the following was received by the board: 

Proelich, Iowa, June 1, 1897. 
Iowa State Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines: 

Dear Sirs— Several years agfo I built an underground culvert at the village 
of Froelich, Iowa, and notified the officers of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway company to connect with this culvert and extend same through under 
their tracks to prevent the filling up of said culvert, and the overfiowof the cross- 
ing and highway adjacent. They have promised to put in one on the highway, 
but have not yet done so. Please notify and instruct them to do this at once. 

Prank Lestina, 
Road Supervisor, District No, 5. 

The case was at once taken up with respondent company, and, 
under date of August 4, 1897, Mr. A. J. Barling, general manager, 
said: *^Our superintendent advises me that an arrangement has 
been made to take care of the water, to the entire satisfaction of Mr. 
Lestina." 
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There seems to have been considerable delay in doing the neces- 
sary work to put crossing in proper condition; explained by Mr. A. 
M. Jackson, roadmaster, that he had been short of material, but that 
the work would soon be completed. 

After some further correspondence had been had, Mr. Lestina 
said, in a letter dated December 2, 1897: "I have examined the drain 
box, put in here in connection with the one that I wrote the com- 
missioners about, and find it all satisfactory." 

The case is therefore closed. 



C. 1819—1897. 

J. W. Stalker, Iowa Falls, ] 

y ( Omnibus privileges; discrimina- 

Illinois Central Railroad Co. ) 

On June 4, 1897, a letter was received, of which the following is a 
copy: 

loWA Falls, Jane 2, 1897. 
Railroad Commaaaioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Deab Sirs— I have recently put on a bus for my house here, and as this is the 
second bast house in the city, and has always heratofore had second place or stand 
at depot, we think we are entitled to the same yet, but the agent at this place 
says not; Insists on giving the old bus line first room for two basses and a dray, 
leaving fourth place for my bus. This I do not think is fair, and as I can do 
nothing with the agent I apply to you for relief. My business is given a great 
deal of trouble at every train by the bulldozing disposition of agent and old bus 
men, frequently being abused by both. 

Can you not adjust this matter for me, so that I can get fair play and not be 
subjected to continual insults by having my business Imposed upon? 

Trusting that you will give this matter early attention, and thanking you in 
advance, I am Very respectfully yours, 

J. W. Stalker, 

Hotel Cooper. 

To which the following reply was sent: 

Des Moines, June 7, 1897. 
Mr. J W. Stalker^ Proprietor Hotel Cooper^ Iowa Falls, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Referring to yours of June 3d concerning the assignment of looa* 
tlon for omnlbusses on station grounds, I am directed to send you reports of this 
board for 1890 and 1892, In the former of which, on pages 881 and 903, you will find 
decisions of the commissioners concerning this question, also In the latter report 
on page 763. 

In your letter you did not state what company you desired to complain against, 
and as there are three railroads entering Iowa Falls, the matter cannot be taken 
up with railway officials until this office Is advised which railroad company Is at 
fault. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary. 
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On September 24th the following letter was received from Mr. 
Stalker: 

All is satisfactory in relation to bus privileges. Thanking you for your kind 
consideration I am, Kespectfully, 

J. W. Stalker. 
This closes the case. 



C. 1820—1897. 
J. S. Prazier, Nevada, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way Company. 



Overcharge, Passenger fare. 



On Juae 6, 1897, the following letter was received by the com- 
mission: 

Nevada, Iowa, June 7, 1897. 
Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Gentlemen — I had occasion to go to Breda, in Carroll county, Iowa, on the 
2d inst. The agent here charged me $3 31 fare. In coming back I was charged 
$2.68, which is the regular fare. I spoke to the agent about it and asked the 
return of the 63 cents. He said he sold me a ticket by the way of Jewell Junction 
and the junction northwest of Breda, which makes the distance about twenty-one 
miles further thaa by the direct route west to Maple River Junction. I went, 
however, by Maple River on the ticket and to Breda without any trouble. I 
have learned since that the agent sells tickets in that roundabout way when he 
can, instead of on the direct route, and the tickets appear to be prepared for that 
purpose, at least so they can be so used by the agent. 

Yours, J. S. Frazier. 

A copy was sent to Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager cf the 
Chicago & North-Western Railway company, with the following 
letter: 

June 11, 1897. 
Mr, J, M, Whitman, General Manager Chicago & North' Western Railway Comapny, 
Chicago, 111, 

Deab Sir— There is enclosed herewith for your information and such reply, 
if any, as you may desire to make, a communication from J. S. Prazier, of Nevada, 
concerning alleged overcharge in matter of passenger fare. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

Fur Cher correspondence was also had in the case between the 
commission and the railway officials, finally ending with the follow- 
ing letter, dated Aug. 11, 1897, from Greneral Manager Whitman: 

The ticket that was sold to Mr. Frazier, from Nevada to Breda, Iowa, at a 
rate of $3.31 was the correct rate over the long distance route via Jewell Juno 
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tion. The short line rate is $2.68, and as it seems Mr. Frazier used the ticket 
that way, our passenger department has made a voucher in his favor for the dif- 
ference — 63 cents. 

This closes the case. 



- ^aTisfer charges. 



C. 1821—1897. 
Waldo & Thornlby, Woodward, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 

Paul Railways. 

On June 12, 1897, the following letter was received by the com- 
missioners: 

Woodward; Iowa, June 11, 1897. 
W, W. Ainswortbf Secretary Railroad Commission^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— We had fifty bushels of potatoes in sacks shipped from Prairie 
City here by way of Perry, and the Rock Island company charged $1.65 for trans- 
ferring from that road to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. Are they allowed 
to charge that, if not, how am I to proceed to get it refunded? Please let me hear 
from you in regard to It and oblige 

Waldo & Thornlky, 
Waldo & Tbornley, Woodward, Iowa: 

Gentlemen— Answering your communication of the 11th inst. concerning 
transfer charges at Perry on fifty bushels of potatoes, I am directed to say: This 
commission has no authority under the law to regulate the charges made by trans- 
fer companies. 

This office is informed that the freight depots of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific and Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railways are a considerable distance 
apart, and that freight to be transferred, must be hauled by team from one to the 
other. The transfer company doing this service charges 5 cents per hundred 
pounds, neither railroad company receiving any part of such charge. 

Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

C. 1822—1897. 
S. R. Heavilin, Gladbrook, 

V. V Farm crossing. 

Chicago Great Western Ry. Co. 

On June 22, 1897, the following complaint was filed: 

The crossing on my place, about two miles west of Gladbrook, or about the 

third private crossing west of said town, on the Great Western railway, has been 

torn up and is keeping me out of my corn field. The corn needs plowing badly. 

I would like to have you look after it and see that I get reasonable damage, as it 

is a damage to me. Yours truly, 

S. R. Heaviun. 
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And on June 29th the following reply was sent complainant: 

Des Moines, Iowa, June 28, 1897. 
5. R. Heavilin, Gladbrook, Iowa: 

Dbab Sir — Your recent oommunioation in matter of crossing on your place, 
about two miles west of Giadbrook, was duly received and the attention of the 
company called thereto by letter. Their local superintendent was also advised 
of the situation by telephone, who stated, In answer to the call, that he would 
give the case early attention. 

Kindly keep this office advised of any action taken to accomplish the results 
asked for. Very respectfully yours, 

(Signed) W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary, 

On July 3d the following letter from Mr. Samuel C. Stickney, 
general manager of the Chicago Great Western Railway company, 
was received: 

St. Paul, Minn., July 1, 1897. 
Mr. W. W, Ainswortbt Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir — Replying to your favor of June 23d, regarding complaint of S. R. 
Heavilln, 1 beg to advise that the crossing was only impassable for three hours 
owing to the unloading of a train of ballast, and was repaired Immediately after, 
which was two days before the date of your letter. 

Yours truly, S. C. Stickney, 

General Manager, 

On July 7, 1897, the following letter from complainant was 
received and a copy was sent to Mr. Stickney on July 31, 1897: 

Gladbrook, Iowa, July 6, 1897. 
Rialroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — Yours received and noted. The crossing has been put In and Is 
all right for a wagon, cultivator, etc., but not for a binder. The road boss has 
been here and said he would see that U was fixed all right, but It hasn't been 
done yet. 

Is It my place to run after the section boss when the crossing has been torn up 
and ask him to put It In? I ask this question for Information. 

Yours truly, S. R. HEAViiiiN. 

To which Mr. Stickney replied under date of August 19, 1897, as 
follows: 

St. Paul, Minn., August 19, 1897. 
W, W, Ainsworth, Secretary Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Referring to the complaint of S. R. Heavllln, of Giadbrook. Our 
roadmaster reports that he met Mr. Heavllln on the 6lh Inst, who stated that 
the crossing had been fixed satisfactorily and that he had no further cause for 
complaint; therefore I do not see that there Is anything further to be done In the 
matter. Yours truly, Samuel C. Stickney, 

General Manager. 
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October 7, 1897, Mr. Heavilin addressed the board as follows: 

Gladbrook, Iowa October 7, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines: 

Gentlemen— Yours of the 22d ult. at hand and noted. The crossing: is all 
right now and as long as they keep it as it is I have no further cause for oom- 
plaint. Yours truly, 8. R. Heavilin. 

This closes the case. 



C. 1823-1897. 

Township Trustees, Long Creek 
Township, Van Wbrt, 

V. r Low viaduct, 

HuMESTON & Shenandoah Rail- 
road. 

On July 4, 1897, there was received by the commssioners the fol- 
lowing letter: 

Van Wert, Iowa, July 1, 1897. 
Secretary Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines, Iowa : 

Dear Sir — I am requested by township trustees to say there is a railroad 
bridge (viaduct) one-fourth mile north of Van Wert, and one-half mile west of 
depot on Humeston & Shenandoah railroad that is only about nine and one-half 
.feet above wagon track and will not permit of covered wagons, loads of grain, etc., 
to pass under. There has been several complaints made in regard to same. We 
have notified the railroad company's agent here in regard to the matter and have 
received no reply from railroad officials. Will you kindly take the matter up 
with the proper officers and have the necessary changes made at bridge so that 
parties hauling grain or hay will be able to get through? It requires three miles 
drive on public highway to get around this bridge. 

Very truly yours, M. F. THOMPSON, 

Township Clerk, 

A copy of this complaint was sent to Mr. E C. Murphy, general 
manager of tbe Humeston & Shenandoah Railroad company, and his 

reply is as follows: 

Clarinda, Iowa, August 7, 1897. 
W, W, Ainswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad CommissiMoners, Des oines, Iowa: 
Dear Sir— Replying to yours of July 31st as to Mr. Thompson's complaint 
concerning a bridge west of Van Wert, in Decatur county, would say that said 
bridge is over the highway and is nine and one-half feet in the clear. The bridge 
has been of the same height, without complaint for sixteen years. 

The bridge can be made of greater height for clearance, by scraping out the 
earth from two to two and one-half feet maximum in center of bridge, across the 
right of way. 

If highway supervisor will co-operate and scrape the earth for two or three 
hundred feet and dump the scrapings into a depression in the highway immedi" 
ately south, the highway will be much improved and brought to near a level. 
Yours truly, 

Erskine C. Murphy, 

General Manager, 
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A copy of this reply was sent Mr. M. F. ThompsoD, township clerk, 
on August 10, 1897, and he was advised <Hhat if he had anything 
father to add, to kindly send it at an early date. " No response hav- 
ing been received by the commissioners a second letter was sent him 
on September 22, 1897, to which he replied of date September 25, 1897 : 

Gentlemen — Bridge referred to has been fixed all right for the present. 
Yours truly, 

(Signed) M. P. Thompron, 

Township Clerk. 

Case closed. 



C. 1824—1897. 
Town op Marcus, 

V. 

Y Stockyards nuisance. 
The Illinois Central Railway 

Company. 

On July 22, 1897, the following complaint was filed. 

Marcus, Iowa, July 17. 1897. 
To the Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

Gentlemen — As recorder of the town of Marcus I have been instructed to 
notify you that the Illinois Central Railroad company are, and have been, main- 
taining, what to the public seems to be a nuisance in the operation of the stock- 
yards. The yards are located in close proximity to the business and residence 
part of the town, in fact are right in the heart of the city, and as the shipping is 
somewhat extensive the yards generally give forth a most offensive and disagree- 
able odor, and more especially so in bad weather. 

A petition of about ninety of the residents of the town for the removal of the 
yards to a more distant and appropriate location was placed before the town 
council and they notified the company of the fact and asked that they be removed. 
Instead of doing so the company have filled them in with gravel, thereby giving 
temporary relief, at least to a certain extent. This is not what the people want 
as the yards have been a nuisance to the town for years, and if it is improper 
and unlawful for the company to operate them in such a manner, and so near to 
the established interests of the town, then we want them removed. 

I should be pleased to hear from you with a suggestion as to what you can do 
for us. Awaiting your early reply 
I am yours very truly, 

G. Edward Jones, 

Recorder, 

On July 24, 1897, a copy of this complaint was transmitted to Mr. 
J. T. Harahan,. vice-president of the Illinois Central Railroad com- 
pany, for his consideration and action. 

On the same date the following letter was sent to Mr. G. Edward 
Jones, recorder. 
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Des Moines, July 24, 1897. 
Mr. G, Edward Jones, Attomej at Law, Marcus, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am directed to (acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
17th inst., and to say that chapter 151, acts of the Eighteenth General Assembly, 
gives the mayor and aldermen of each incorporated city, the mayor and council 
of each incorporated town or village, and the trustees of any township, full juris- 
diction as a board of health within the limits of the cities, towns and townships 
of which they are officers. The powers seem pretty clearly defined, and the 
duties seem to cover feuch cases as you describe. 

The subject, however, has been brought to the attention of the railroad com- 
pany, and it is the opinion of the commissioners that the matter will be reme- 
died. If not, please address the board on the subject again. . 
Very respectfully yours,- 

W.J W. c AINSWORTH, 
By order of the commission. Secretary, a 

Y) On August 7, 1897, the following .letter was received from Mr. 

Harahan: 

Chicago. August 5, 1897. 
W, W, Ainswortb, Secretary Iowa Board of Raihoaa L:ommissioneTS, Des MoineSy 

Iowa. 

Dear Sir— Referring again to your favor of the 24th ult., in which you embody 
copy of communication from Mr. G. Edward Jones, recorder of the town of Mar- 
cus, under date July 17, 1897, in reference to condition of our stcckvards at that 
point, I have looked into this matter and find that stock and wagon scales were 
put in the stockyards at Marcus in February, 1897, and in June this year it was 
found necessary to increase the capacity of the yards by the addition of two pens. 

Toward the end of June a letter was received from the recorder of the town 
of Marcus, advising that the city council had declared our stockyards a nuisance 
and ordered the same abated. I also find that these yards were thoroughly 
cleaned out and graveled when the new pens were constructed in June. 

Superintendent Dixon took the matter up with Recorder Jones June 26, 1897, 
with the view of ascertaining what, if anything, was desired done aside from 
moving the yards, but has received no reply to his letter. 

Mr. Dixon also states that the majority of the signers of the petition for the 
removal of our stockyards signed it merely because they were requested to do sa 
and that many of them stated they did not think it would be to the interest of 
the city to have the yards moved. We have strong competition at Marcus from 
the Chicago & North- Western railway, and if we were compelled to move our 
stockyards it would place us at a disadvantage. 

There has been some feeling there on account of a petition signed by several 
hundred people in that vicinity, asking this company to provide scales for the 
weighing of grain and live stock, which was done. I also find that at the time 
the city scales were sold they were purchased by a man who expected to control 
the business of weighing shipments, but as this was not satisfactory to many of 
the shippers they insisted that we should put in scales, which naturally has caused 
some antagonism on the part of the man who purchased the city scales. 

Stockyards in themselves cannot be considered a nuisance. We will endeavor 
to keep these yards in a clean condition and I do not think there will be any neces- 
sity for moving them. Yours truly, J. T. Harahan, 

Second Vice-President. 
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On August 10, 1897, a copy of this letter was sent to Recorder 
Jones, of Marcus.- 

On October 7, 1897. the following letter from Mr. Jones, recorder, 
was received in response to letters from the commissioners of « date 
August 10, 1897, and September 22, 1897: 

Marcus, Iowa, October 5, 1897. 
W, W. Ainswortbf Secretary y Des Moines, Iowa: 

Deab Sib— Your favor of the 22d ult. relative to the stockyards controversy 
at this place was received. The letter of the vice-president has not in any way 
changed the condition of things, but the fact that the company has placed the 
yards in better condition will warrant the conclusion that for the present, at least, 
the case may be considered closed. 

If there should arise any further objections in the future I shall advise you at 
once. Yours very truly, 

G. Edward Jones, 

Recorder. 

This closed the case. 



C. 1825—1897. 
H. P. Lemon and others. Prop- 
erty Owners, Elm Springs, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



- Station Facilities. 



About July 27, 1897, there was received by the commission the 
folloydng letter and complaint: 

Elm Springs, Iowa, July 21, 1897. 
Railroad Commission: 

As the property owners of Elm Springs bonded for*$5,000 to build a depot here, 
and has paid an agent part of the time here, and now to have our depot closed and 
the agent taken to Dakota. We have done more business here than they have in 
Fairy lew, where they have taken the agent to. As we understand, the law says 
they shall maintain us an agent when the depot is built for them. We ask you 
gentlemen to intercede for the people of this town and if we are entitled to an 
agent to have one sent here. The auditor of the railroad said the commissioners 
of Dakota insisted that they would put the agent in Dakota, at Fairview, and 
close this up. We hope the railroad commissioners of Iowa will grant us the 
same and see that we get an agent here to do our business in our own state. 
Yours respectfully, 

(Signed) H. F. Lemon. 

On July 31st the following reply was made to the above letter: 

Des Moines, Iowa, July 31, 1897. 
Mr. H. F, Lemon, Elm Springs, Iowa: 

Deab Sm — To your inquiry or complaint of the 21st inst., relative to the 

abandonment and removal of your depot building, I am requested to ask you to 
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furnish this office at the earliest practicable date, a copy of any contract, if in 
writing, regarding the erection of the same, and the furnishing of the $5,000, also 
a copy of any election notice on which the election was held, together with any 
other fact that can be fully substantiated, bearing upon the case. Upon receipt 
of this information the matter will betaken up with the railway company and you 
will be fully advised of their position. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretaty. 

On the same date a copy of the letter and complaint of Mr. Lemon 
was sent to Mr. A. J. Earling, vice-president and general manager 
of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, to which 
he made the following reply: 

Chicago, August 4, 1897. 
Mr, W, W. Ainawortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners^ Dea Moines^ 

Iowa: 

DEA.R Sir— Replying to your letter of the 30th ult. and to the communication 
from Mr. H. F. Lemon, of Elm Springs, Iowa, I have to say, that about three 
years ago the company entered into an agreement with one William Mulhall, of 
Bock Valley, Iowa, to stop its trains at what is now known as Elm Springs, pro- 
vided Mulhall would furnish a depot building and pay for the construction of a 
side track. The agreement further provided that if at the end of two years the 
business of the station should not be sufficient to justify the company in continu- 
ing its maintenance, that there should be no requirement on the part of the com- 
pany to continue the agency at that place. 

The records of the business transacted during the past year show that the 
amount is insufficient to longer justify the maintenance of an agency, and it was 
therefore made a prepaid station, but the depot is kept open for passengers the 
satne as heretofore, and freight is handled in the same manner as at other similar 
prepaid stations where the business is not sufficient to warrant the company in 
employing an agent. 

I am not aware that the town was bonded in any sum for the construction of 
the depot and the side track. The company's dealings were had with Mr. Mul- 
hall and not with the town, and the agfreement entered into with Mulhall has 
been carried out in every repect. Yours truly, 

(Signed) A. J. Earling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager. 

A copy of which was sent to Mr. Lemon, the copoplainant, on 
August 10, 1897, with the request added: ''If you have anything 
further to lay before the commissioners relating to this case kindly 
forward at your earliest convenience." 

On September 22, 1897, another letter was addressed tovMr. 
Lemon, requesting him to ''kindly note communication from this 
office dated August 10, 1897, and state whether you have anything 
further to lay before the board in regard to this case." 

No reply having been received to either of these letters and noth- 
ing further having been filed with the commission, the case is closed. 
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C. 1826—1897. 
Mrs. Fred Shrimper, Linn Jung- 1 

TION, I 

^' \- Under-farm crossing. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Co. 

On July 28, 1897, the following letter was received: 

Linn Junction, July 26, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners: 

Dear Sirs— Would like to have your help and advise as to a matter I have 
with the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railroad, Omaha division. On said 
division their road runs through a forty acres, cutting it in two, which we owned 
when they built the road, Se i section 1 township 83, R. 8, W. 5th P. M. 

At the time of building they made and since maintained a water, cattle and 
driveway which they have recognized as our passage from one side to the other 
for the past sixteen years. At a few times we asked them to do some work to 
improve our passage way, which they did, as they recognized it ds ours, and now 
they are making a change that will render this pass&ge of no use to us ever for 
a cattle-way, and it will cut us off of the living water that is only on one side, 
which will render the other side waterless. The opening is a water passage only 
when it rains. They are putting in an old timber box four and one-half feet high 
and four feet wide, and at another place they are putting in a private grade cross- 
ing. They asked me to choose a crossing and I would not, so they put it in to suit 
themselves, where I can not get to it owing to the lay of the land, but 1 do not 
want a grade crossing. I want them to leave the one I have had for sixteen 
years. I protested and served notice on them, and demanded that the under 
passage be left me, sixteen-foot wide opening, and high enough to let a load of hay 
through. 

Please favor as your office allows you, and answer and direct as you see best at 
your earliest convenience. Yours very truly, 

(Signed) Mrs. Fred Shrimper 

By Wm. Shrimper. 

Bridge No. 806, Omaha Division Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway. 

A copy of this complaint was sent to Mr. A. J. Eirling, vice- 
president and general manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway company, on July 31, 1897, and the following reply was 
received from him on August 11, 1897: 

Chicago, August 10, 1897. 
W. W, Ainsvrorth Secretary Board Railroad Commissioners Des Moines Iowa: 

Dear Sir — The undercrossing near Linn Junction, referred to in your letter 
of the 31st ult. and in the complaint of Mrs. Fred Shrimper attached thereto, is 
one to which the parties have no legitimate claim. The facts are, that when the 
road was constructed there was not sufficient material available to make the 
embankment, hence the temporary pile bridge was constructed, not for the pur^ 
pose of affording a waterway, but simply because the material with which to 
9 
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make the embankment was not within hauling distatioe at the time of the oon- 
struction of the road. 

There is no contract or understanding for an undercrossing and there is no 
reason why the bridge should not be filled, leaving an opening by putting in a 
culvert that will carry all the water that may accumulate during freshets. 

The company has provided a suitable and convenient grade crossing and one 
which will answer all practical purposes. The crossing is used very little and 
there seems no good reason why the company should maintain the present open- 
ing. Yours truly, A. J. Earling, 

Second Vice-President and General Manager, 

A copy of this letter was seat the complainant on August 12, 
1897, with a request for her to reply to same. On August 17, 1897, 
the foUowiDg reply was received: 

Linn Junction, Iowa, August 16, 1897. 
W. W. Ainswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sib — In answer to Manager A. J. EUirling's reply I beg to say there is 
any amount of dirt 30 rods from the place in question, and at the time of con- 
struction they hauled away much of it to get it out of the way, which would have 
made good material to have closed up the opening at that time, if they so intended. 
On the west side of this bridge, for that part of the dump, they hauled the dirt 
80 rods with wagons to build the road, when at the same time on the east side of 
this bridge, rather east end, there is a bank of good dirt only 30 rods away, and 
is still there. At the time of settling with us for the right of way, this bridge 
was taken into consideration by their clai>Ti agent, who, I have no doubt, still 
remembers the matter as we had considerable talk about it. That the bridge was 
to be our crossing and cattle pass, as it is a pasture on both sides of the railroad. 
How can we use a grade crossing? On the south side we have about 80 acres 
with a creek and on the north side there is about 60 acres that we pasture 
with the other side, as the north side has no living water. The box now 
being put in is not a cattle pass and it is not large enough to let the water 
through in case of a heavy rain, without damaging us by backing back on our 
pasture. The box is not large enough as a water way, and the water way is a 
necessary thing at that point. As for the grade crossing, it is not suitable and 
convenient, as he says, in any way. It is at a place where I cannot use it. I can- 
not get to it on account of low ground. As for not using the undercrossing much, 
as he states, we have to haul about seventy-five loads of hay and grain besides a 
large amount of wood each year, with considerable other driving back and forth 
through this undercrossing. 

Kindly give this matter further attention and let us hear from it. 

Yours very truly, Mrs. Fred Shrimper. 

On August 18, 1897, a copy of this letter and additional complaint, 
was sent to Mr. Earling, vice-president and general manager of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, to which he 
replied as follows: 

ChicagK), September 6, 1897. 
Mr, W, W, Ainswortb, Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, 

Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to your letter of the 18th ult., referring to the complaint 
of Mrs. Fred Shrimper, of Linn Junction, Iowa, dated the 16th ult. The state- 
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mentB therein do not materially change the situation as outlines in my better of 
August 10th. 

When this line of railway was constructed through Iowa time was of vital 
importance. It was frequently necessary to construct bridges where earth needed 
to make embankments was not near by. In the case under consideration the 
bridge could be built in less time than the earth could be hauled the considerable 
distance necessary, hence, the construction of the bridge was decided on. Now 
we have reached a point where we can afford to make a permanent bank. Six- 
teen years' experience has demonstrated that only a very small opening is required 
there for water, and we have arranged for such an opening. If Mrs. Shrimper 
had a contract which required us to maintain the bridge it would be done, with- 
out regard to what the expense of such maintenance might be. Having no such 
contract it would seem that we are proceeding both legally and equitably in the 
matter. Yours truly, 

A. J. Earlino, 
Second Vice-President and General Manager, 

FollowiDg this some further correspondence occurred and on Sep- 
tember 18, 1897, the following letter was sent to complainant: 

September 13, 1897. 
Mrs. Fred Shrimper, Linn Junction, Iowa: 

DsAR Madam— I am directed to say that the board has given your complaint 
against the Chicage, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company careful considera- 
tion and also has taken the matter up with the railway company, as you have been 
heretofore informed. You are advised that no amicable arrangement has been 
reached in this matter, the railway company refusing to concede that you have 
acquired any rights to an undercrosaing or in and to the right of way of the rail- 
way company. If you have any agreement with the railway company whereby it 
agreed to give you the undercrossing, or any agreement, either expregsed or 
implied whereby it agreed to not remove the same, the only place that a question 
of that character could be legally and finally settled would be the courts and not 
before the railroad commiesloners. The commissioners are of the opinion, how- 
ever, that if you have no agreement or contract with the railway company and 
you rely only upon the use of such undercrossing during the last sixteea years, 
that your claim would not be a good one, as the railway company had not in any 
manner abandoned the use of its property or in any other way permitted the use 
or possession thereof advergely to it. 

While it may have permitted you to allow live stock to pass under its track and 
over its right of way, yet the commission does not think that you by such use 
would acquire a title to or an interest in the property of the railway company . 
It is believed this opinion is fully sustained by the decisions of the courts of this 
state. 

It is regretted that this office has been unable to bring about an amicable set- 
tlement and arrangement between yourself and the railway company, but under 
the circumstances the commissioners feel that they have done all they can reason- 
ably do in this matter. 

Trusting that you may yet be able to reach some satisfactory arrangement 
between yourself and the company, I remain 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 
Secretary, 

Case closed. 
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Shortage of water in stockyards. 



C. 1827—1897. 
McCuLLOUGH & Pudge, Marne, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific \ 
Railway Co. J 

On July 31, 1897, the following letter was received by the cominis- 
sion, and the correspondence following is self-explanatory: 

Marne, Iowa, July 30, 1897. 
Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Gentlemrn — We have been out of water here at our stockyards since last 
Sunday, 'and it seems like our agent can't get anybody to come and fix it. It is 
hard to get along without water, shipping hogs such weather as this. Please see 
to it that we get a good pump in this well, and oblige 

McCuLLOUGH & Fudge, 

Shippers. 

July 31, 1897. 
McCullough & Fudge, Marne, Iowa: 

Gentlemen— I mmediat sly upon receipt of your statement in regard to your 
stockyards being without water the matter was telephoned to Division Superin- 
tendent Harry Fox, of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, and 
it was suggested to him that it might be well to take the matter up by telegraph 
with the local agent. The case will quite likely receive prompt attention at his 
hands. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 22, 1897. 
McCullough & Fudge, Marne, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — On July 31st reply was made to your complaint in reference to 
lack of water for your stock, stating that the case had been laid before Superin- 
tendent Fox, and that he would give it early attention. Will you kindly advise 
this ofiice«what was done in order that the case may be closed, upon the commis- 
sioners' records, if matter has been satisfactorily arranged. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Marne, Iowa, September 24, 1897. 
Board oi Railroad Commissioners: 

Gentlemen — In reply to yours of the 22d would say that the water has been 
fixed up satisfactorily. Yours respectfully, 

McCullough & Fudge. 

This closes the case. 
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C. 1828—1897. 
Henry McGee, Martinsburg, 

V. 

Burlington & Western Railway 
Company. 

On August 8, 1897, the following letter was received and reply 
made: 

Martinsburg, Iowa, August 1, 1897. 
Redlroad Commissioners: 

I want some fencing done on my place, it being in section 27 and section 28 in 
Shady Run township, Hancock county, Iowa. I haven't had any fencing done on 
my land by the railroad yet. I have had some made for my own convenience, 
but I need the posts and wire in other parts of the farm for conveniences for 
myself. I have eighty acres in southeast quarter, it being the north half of the 
southeast of 28, and 100 acres in 27, it being in the southwest quarter of the north 
part, and it lays on both sides of the railroad. It lays east of the town of Mar- 
tinsburg, Iowa. I have a hedge fence in section 28 that is eighty rods long, it 
being the west part of the 160 rods in section 28 and on the north side of the road. 
That is getting so it isn't very good, and will have to be some other fence before 
long, and if it is convenient you might make it all at once; and the east forty 
rods is along my pasture, so there might be some danger of stock getting on the 
railroad and getting hurt or killed. I have meadow on both sides of the road in 
section 27 and will want to pasture it this fall, but not at the same time, and have 
com on the north side in section 27. I will take my wire posts away soon. I 
want good, fence, such as the law requires. 

Henry McGee. 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 14, 1897. 
Hemy McGee^ Esq,, Martinsburg^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— I am directed to say in reply to your favor under date of August 
1, 1897, that all railroad companies within this state are obliged to fence their 
right of way with a good lawful fence. You do not say what railway compan y 
is operating a line through your land. 

You are advised to call the attention of this matter to some official of the rail 
way company and see if they will not fence their right of way without further 
trouble. After you do this and you find they make no attempt to build or con- 
stract their fence you may notify the board and the case will be taken up with 
the company. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

No reply to this letter having been received this case is closed. 
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Use of mileage tickets by otJver^ 
than purchaser . 



C. 1829—1897. 
Prank E. Pollans, Attorney, 
Waterloo, 

V. 

Illinois Central Railroad 
Company. 

On August 19, 1897, the opinion of the board was asked concern- 
ing the rights of holders, other than the purchaser, of mileage 
tickets. The following correspendence explains: 

Waterloo, Iowa, August 17, 1897. 
W, W, Ainsworth^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— February 26, 1895, 0. H. Sweeney, a ticket broker of this city, pur- 
obased of the Illinois Central Railroad company, through its agent at this place, 
a 2,000 mile transportation book, paying therefor $50. 

The book was taken out in the name of T. Emery, and was numbered 9,416. 

On April 5th he gave this book to one William Knowles, from whom it was 
taken by a conductor of the above road on that date. 

The company now have the book and refuse to surrender it to Mr. Sweeney, 
on the ground that he has forfeited all right to it because of the following 
printed matter on its cover: *'If presented by or found in the possession of any 
other person it shall thereby become void, and the person to whom it was issued 
shall forfeit all rights thereto and all sums of money paid therefor, and it shall 
be taken up and full fare collected." 

The company and its agent well knew from years of dealing with Mr. Sweeney 
to just what use he put this and all books which he continually purchased, and 
willingly sold them to him for brokerage purposes. 

The question which we seek information upon is: Can the company, under the 
above circumstances, lawfully keep this book and also refuse to return to Mr. 
Sweeney the price he paid them for it? 

If this case comes within the jurisdiction of the railroad commission, we ask 
your aid in righting what seems morally and legally wrong. 
Very respectfully, 

Frank E. Pollans. 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 20, 1897. 
Mr, Frank Pollans^ Attorney, Waterloo, Iowa: 

Bear Sir — I am directed to say in reply to your letter addressed to the board 
of railroad commissioners under date of the 17th ultimo respecting the purchase 
of a mileage book by your client from the Illinois Central Railroad company, that 
the board is of the opinion that whatever relief you may be entitled to could only 
be obtained through the courts, as this board would not have jurisdiction over a 
subject of this kind, unless you desire to present a complaint against the Illinois 
Central Hailroad company for discriminating in the sale of its mileage over its 
lines of railway in this state. 

Assuming, however, that your client purchased and the railway company sold 
the mileage in question with the understanding, expressed or implied, that such 
mileage should bs used in violation of the agreement written or printed thereon, 
then, in the judgment of the commissioners, it would be a plain violation of the 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARP OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 136 

laws of this state 'which prohibit discrimination in passenger fares, and both 
parties, assuming your claim to be true, entered into a secret agreement to violate 
the law. 

The railroad company in selling mileage with the understanding that it might 
be used indiscriminately by any person or persons regardless of the written con- 
tract or agreement printed upon the mileage, and your client purchasing the 
same for the purpose of disposing of it to other persons not named upon the contract, 
violated the laws of the state. It is a familiar principle of law that the courts 
will not aid either party where they have entered into an unlawful contract or 
agreement, but it will leave them in the same condition they placed themselves 
when they entered into such contract. 

Trusting that this letter will fully anstv^er your inquiry, I remain 
Very truly yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

By order of the commission. Secretary. 



C. 1830—1897. 
H. C. Prance, Rose Hill, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



Minimum weights — Marked ca- 
pacity of cars. 



On September 6, 1897, there was received at the office of the 
board the followiag letter, which is self-explanatory: 

Rose HrLL, Iowa, September 4, 189T. 
Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Sirs — Oar agent here has instructions to require us grain shippers to load 
40,000 pounds of grain to a car. This is asking something that we cannot do, for 
as a rule we cannot get this weight on. I wish you would take this matter up 
immediately, as it takes effect September 10th, and oblige,* 

H. C. Prance. 

In accordance with the request, a copy was at once forwarded to 
General Manager Tniesdale. 

September 11, 1897. 
Mr. W. H. Truesdale, Vice-President and General Manager Chicago, Rock Island & 
Paci£c Railway Company , Chicago, 111. ; 

Dear Sir — There is sent you herewith for your information and such atten- 
tion as it may seem to you to require, the complaint of H. C. France & Co. , grain 
dealers at Rose Hill, a station on your line, in Mahaska county. 

Will you kindly advise this office what basis there is for this statement, and 
whether your company has established a minimum on grain which cannot be 
loaded in the size of cars furnished? Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Mr. Truesdale replied as follows: 
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Chicago, September 14, 1897. 
TT. W. Ainswortbf Esq*, Secretary Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — NotlDg yours of the 11th instant, I beg to enclose you herewith 
copy of circular issued by our general freight department, fixing the minimum 
weight 40,000 pounds per car on all grain loaded at stations on our line east of 
the Missouri river, unless marked capacity of cars furnished is less, in which 
case the minimum weight will be as per capacity of car. 

I do not believe that in establishing this rule we have fixed it in such way as 
that we are making a minimum so large that the grain cannot be loaded in the 
cars furnished. 

The necessity for making this rule would be obvious to you if you know how 
short we have been of cars all over our line east of the Missouri river for grain 
loading, and how many of those we furnished came in loaded only part of their 
capacity. Yours truly, 

W. H. TRUESDAIiE, 
Vice-President and General Manager, 

COPY OF CIRCULAR ORDER. 

G. F. D. No. 5074. I. C. C. No. C-1281. 

CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

(Lines east of the Missouri River.) 

General Freight Department, ) 
Chicago, August 31, 1897. ) 

Effective September 10, 1897, this company will exact a minimum weight of 
40,000 pounds per car on all grain loaded at stations on its lines east of the Mis- 
souri river, unless marked capacity of cars furnished is less, in which case mini- 
mum weight will be as per capacity of cars. 

Agents must notify parties interested. 

H. GOWER, 

General Freight Agent. 

ComplalDants were furnished copy of the letter and circular. 

September 15, 1897. 
H. C. France & Company, Rose Hill, Iowa: 

Gentlemen — In response to your recent request in matter of the rule for 
loading grain cars, I beg to hand you herewith copy of reply of Vice-President 
and General Manager Truesdale of the Chicago, Reck Island and Pacific, which 
is self-explanatory. AccompanyiDg this reply is a copy of circular G. F. D., 5074, 
bearJDg date of August 31, 1897, which says: ''Effective September 10, 1897, this 
company will exact a minimum weight;of 40,C0U pounds per car on all grain loaded 
aTstatJOBS on its lines east of^the Migsfuri rivei, urlefs marked capacity of cars 
furnished is less, in which case minimum weight will be as per capacity of care. 
Agents must notify parties interested." 

If you have other statements bearing upon this case which you desire to lay 
before the board, kindly forward them at an early convenience. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 
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- Carried past station. 



C. 1831—1897. 
P. E* LiGHTNER, Carthage, Mo., 

V. 

Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way Co. 

On September 7, 1897, Mr. P. E. Lightner wrote the board the 
following: 

On September Ist my wife, Mrs. E. W. Lightner, bought a ticket here for 
Santiago, Iowa, over the Chicago Great Western railway, paying full fare for a 
first-class ticket, $11.70. They checked her baggage through. After she left 
Kansas City on the train the conductor said that he would not stop to let her off 
there, so he put her off at Des Moines, making it cost her $1 more. Now they got 
my money. That is the only passenger train, and Mrs. Lightner was not able to 
stand the worry, and was hardly able to travel, then to be treated that way. 
What can be done about this matter? Will you please look it up, and if you need 
any more information, write me? Yours truly, 

F. E. Lightner. 

Mr. Lightner was answered as follows: 

September 11, 1897. 
F. E, Lightner, Cortbage^ Mo., 124 Meridan street: 

Dear Sir— Your recent statement that the Chicago Great Western Railway 
company sold your wife a ticket to Santiago, Iowa, a point at which the train 
would not stop, has been received, and has been taken up with the company in 
question. You will be fully advised of their position concerning the matter upon 
receipt of their answer. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretaiy, 

The matter was laid before General Manager Stickney: 

Des Moines, September 11, 1897. 
Samuel C. Stickney, Esq,, General Manager Chicago Great Western Railway Com- 
pany, St, Paul, Minn.: 

Dear Sir — There is handed you herewith copy of communication from Mr. 
F. E. Lightner, of Carthage, Mo., to which your attention and reply are respect- 
fully requested. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

Not hearing from the case Mr. Stickney's attention was again 
called to the case on November 1st, and on November 4th he replied 
that he was unable to find the secretary's letter of September 11th, 
and asked for a copy, which was promptly furnished. 

On November 18th the following answer was received: 

St. Paul, Minn., November 17, 1897. 
Mr, W, W, Ainsworth, Secretary Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Referring to the matter of complaint from F. E. Lightner of Car- 
thage, Mo., and answering your letters of September 11th and November 6ih: 
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The delay in reporting this matter to you was occaBloned by reason of the very 
meager information we had to work on. We have finally succeeded in obtaining 
the following facts: 

Mrs. Lightner left Kansas City on our train No. 6, August 31st, which is not 
scheduled to stop at Santiago, and the conductor who honored her ticket out of 
Kansas City claims that he explained to Mrs Llghtner that the train did not stop 
at Santiago, but that we had a morning train out of Des Moines which does stop 
there; and suggested that she lay over in Des Moines and take this train. He 
also advised her that tr<iin No. 6 arrived at Santiago at a very early hour, and 
claims that she told him she did not want to arrive at such an early hour and 
would prefer waiting in Des Moines. 

The conductor who took charge of the train at St. Joseph told her that the 
train did not stop, and also advised her to take No. 4 from Des Moines, and this, 
according to the conductor, seemed perfectly satisfactory to Mrs. Llghtner. If 
she had insisted on going through on No. 6, the conductor would certainly have 
stopped the train for her. 

I do not understand that Mr. Lightner's letter is in the nature of a claim, but 
you can advise him that if his wife misunderstood our conductor, and suffered any 
inconvenience we will be glad to refund the amount expended for hotel bill at 
Des Moines. Yours truly, 

S. C. Stiokney, 
General Manager, 

Mr. S tickney 's letter was forwarded to complaiaant on Dacember 2d. 

DEA.R Sir— Again referring to the matter of your complaint against the Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway company, there is enclosed herewith for your 
information the answer of General Manager Stlckney of that company. You 
will observe that he states that the company is willing to refund the amount 
expended for hotel bill at 0)s Moines. If you accept this amount, please advise 
the commi83 loners In order that the case may be closed upoa tbe records. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretarj, 

Notrepl^iag. complaiaiQt's atteafeioa was called t3 the case on 
February 4th, and oa February 7th he forwarded the following 
answer, which closes the case: 

Carthage, Mo., February 7, 1898. 
Gentlemen — Since Mrs. Llghtner has returned home I find that it was partly 
her fault in not showing her tic set in Kansas City, so I thought it best not to do 
anything more about it. Thanking you for your trouble, I am, 
Yours respectfully, 

F. E. LiGHTNER. 
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C. 1882—1897. 
What Cheer Stove Company, 
What Cheer, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company, Chicago 
& North-Western Railway 
Company. 



Additional transfer facilities at 
Camforth and Atwood, 



On September 11, 1896, the following letter and petition was 
received at the office of the board of railroad commissioners: 

What Cheer, Iowa, September 10, 1896. 
Railroad Commission of Iowa: 

Honorable Gentlemen — We are manufacturing stoves at this point and 
shipping them to nearly all parts of this state. Especially we ship to a great 
many points on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway. We are on a line of 
the Chicago & North- Western railway, between two of the principal lines of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, the junctions heing at Camforth, twenty-five 
miles north, and at At wood eight miles south, of What Cheer. We have repeatedly 
offered shipments to the Chicago & North-Western railway for Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific railway points to be transferred to that road at these junctions, 
Camforth and At wood, and they have invariably declined to receive them so 
routed, giving as a reason that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway would 
not receive them at these points. They would take the shipments, however, and 
transfer to the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific at Des Nf oines. It seems to us that 
this is a very unreasonable and arbitrary action of the railroads and it causes 
great inconvenience, hardship and extra expense to us and our customers. 

Should we wish to ship stoves to Brooklyn, which is thirty miles from here, 
by way of Carnforth, they take it around by way of Belle Piaine, Ames and Des 
Moines, a distance of 207 miles, largely increasing the danger of breakage and 
damage. This is oaly an instaice of what is occurring daily in our business. 

We think you can readily see the justice of our cause without further explana- 
tion. 

We are trying to build up an Iowa industry, but the worst thing we have to 
contend with is the railroad facilities. If we were across the river in Illinois we 
could get through rates to most any point in the state. As it is, we pay two and 
three local rates and have our stoves hauled all over the state to reach points 
thirty, forty or seveaty-five miles from us. 

We wrote to the general freight agent of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railway in regard to this matter and enclose a copy of oar letter and his reply. 
It may appear very clear to him that there is no business at these points when 
they positively refuse to do any. 

They maintain ticket offices at both Carnforth and Atwood, and it would not 
seem to be an unreasonable burden to have the same help attend to freight transfer. 

Does this case come under your jurisdiction and is there any remedy for us? 

Our thought is first, that if your honorable body will take the matter up with 
he railroad people, they will likely give some heed to your suggestions and pro- 
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vide the proper transfer facilities without farther action, and we hope this result 
may be accomplished. 

The writer called at your office last month and explained our trouble some- 
what to the gentleman in charge. We are, 
Yours very respectfully, 

What Cheer Stove Company, 

Per I. B. Grant, President. 

A copy of this petition was sent to Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice- 
president and general manager of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company, and one to Mr. J. M. Whitman, general 
manager of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company. 

Notice was also sent on September 25, 1896, to the officials of the 
respective railway companies interested, and to the petitioners, that 
a hearing would be held at What Cheer oa October 9, 1896, at 10:45 
A. M., to hear all interested persons who may desire to present any 
facts bearing upon the case. 

There were present at this hearing, besides the commission, parties 
representing the petitioners, also representatives of the Chicago 
& North- Western Railroad company, the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific not being represented. 

On October 8, 1896, Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for Iowa for the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, filed the follow- 
ing statement or argument in lieu of an appearance: 

C, R. I & p. Ry. Co., Law Dbp't, 
Carroll Wright, Attorney for Iowa, 
Des Moines, Iowa, October 7, 1896. 
To the Board of Railroad Commissioners of Iowa: 

Gentlemen — I hoped to be able to be present at the hearing of the com- 
plaint of the What Cheer Stove company to be held at What Cheer on October 
9th; but It appears now in all probability an engagement in the supreme court 
on that day will prevent my being present. In view of this and in behalf of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, I trust that an apportunity 
will be offered to the representatives of that company to be heard upon the ques- 
tion suggested by the complaint. It is sufficient now to say that the company can- 
not receive shipments at Carnforth or Atwood, because of the fact that the 
maintenance of a station for the transfer of freight would involve an expense 
out of all proportion to the amount of freight that could be tendered to it at 
either of these places. The town of Carnforth is situated on the North- Western, 
about a quarter of a mile south of the junction. In order to accommodate pas- 
sengers, we have a small station at the junction, and the agent at Carnfortki 
station on the North- Western line goes up there and sells tickets for certain 
trains. This involves a small expense. If we are compelled to receive freight 
at the junction, it will be necessary to employ an agent, who must be there at all 
times, and this would involve an expense of from $600 to $750 a year. We have a 
" Y " at Carnforth for the transfer of carload lots. 

So far as Atwood is concerned, the members of the commission will, upon an 
examination of its location, ascertain that it is simply a water station. It has 
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been necessary to maintain a man there to look after the tank, etc., and the com- 
pany, in order to accommodate the people who might desire to take passage on 
its trains, have arranged that this man (who has charge of the water supply) 
should sell tickets at that station for the few trains that stop thereat. There 
is no town at Atwood and no freight received by the company destined for that 
station. In fact, its location physically considered, renders it impossible to main- 
tain a general station at that point. 

The North-Western line which crosses at Carnforth is but little more than a 
coal road, built from Belle Plaine to the Muchakinock mines. There is but 
little freight originating on that line, and the gross freight charge on freight 
that could be tendered to us at Carnforth origiaatlng on the lines of the North- 
Western would not amouat to $50 per year. The same is true of the station at 
Atwood. It could hardly be expected that the company, in order to accommo- 
date a concern that voluntarily located itself at an interior point (such as What 
Cheer) should maintain station facilities at a cost of from eight to ten times the 
amount of its gross return from such freight. 

I trust that the commission will advise the >company if it desires further 
information regarding the advisability of the proposed change in its business. 
Yours truly ,^ Carroll Wright, 

Attorney for C, R. L & P. Ry. 

On October 13, 1896, General. Manager Whitman, of the Chicago 
& North- Western Railway company, wrote as follows: 

Chicago, October 13, 1896. 
Afr. W. W, Ainswortb, Secretary Iowa Railroad Commigsion, Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Referring to your communication under date of the 25th of Sep- 
tember, in regard to a petition filed with the board from the What Cheer Stove 
company of What Cheer, Iowa, asking for the establishment of freight transfer 
facilities at Carnforth and Atwood. 

So far as the Chicago & North- Western Railway company is concerned there 
is no objection to a compliance with this request. 
Yours truly, 

J. M. Whitman. 

On January 19, 1897, the following letter was received. The sub- 
ject having been under consideration in the present case, this letter 

is here inserted: 

Atwood, January 18, 1897. 
W. W, Ainsworthf Secretary Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

Sir — In what way will we farmers have to do to get a depot of the Chicago & 
North- Western railway aad Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific railway crossing at 
Atwood, and an express office? The farmers in this neighborhood would like to 
know. 

J. H.. Tanner. 

Other correspondence followed, and finally a conference was 
arranged for, to be held at the oflace of the commission on April 
27, 1897. 

At this conference the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company was represented by Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for Iowa, 
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and Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice- president aad general manager, and 
the conclusion was reached between the comaiission and these 
officials that the service asked for by the petitioaers would be put in. 
The following letter from Vice-President Truesdale and the 
accompanying circular puts this conclusion into effect: 

May 7, 1897. 
W, W, Ainswortb, Esq , Secretary Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Please note from enclosed circular No. 25, issued by our general 
superintendent, that the Chicago & North- Western and ourselves have arranged 
to open freight agencies at Atwood and Carnforth, Iowa, for the purpose of hand- 
ling freight business Interchanged by our respective lines at that point 

The arrangement we have made will, I think, fully satisfy the complaint made 
to the commission by certain parties located on the Chicago St North- Western 
railway and our line. Truly yours, 

W. H. Truesdale, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 

C, R. I. & P. R'Y. Co., 
General Superintendent's Office, 
Chicago, 111., May 5, 1897. 
Atwood, Iowa, station 4.3 miles west of Delta, and 3 miles east of Hose Hill, 
on Des Moines Valley division, lines east of Missouri river, will be opened for 
freight business May 8, 1897, and Mr. J. M. Urie is hereby appointed agent. 

Carnforth, Iowa, station, 2.7 miles west of Victor, and 5.2 miles east of Brook- 
lyn, on Iowa division, lines east of Missouri river, will be opened for freight busi- 
ness May 8, 1897, and Mr. W. O. Nelson is hereby appointed agent. 
Approved: A. J. Hitt, 

W. I. ALLEN, General Superintendent. 

Assistant General Manager. 

This closes this case. 



E, t 



Lo88 of goods in transit 



C. 1833—1897. 
Otto Germar, Imogene, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway. 

On September 17, 1897, the following complaint was received by 

the commissioners: 

iMOGENE, Iowa, September 16, 1897. 
Iowa Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines Iowa: 

Gentlemen— On September 6th I shipped a tool chest from Volga, Iowa, to 
this point by freight over the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway via Council 
Bluffs. I asked the agent at Volga to send out a tracer for it. I fail to hear from 
him. I have a force of men here lying idle for want of the proper tools. Please ' 
advise the division freight agent or J. W. Stapleton, superintendent at Dubuque, 
Iowa, that I shall hold them reponslble for any further delay. 
Respectfully, 

Otto Germar 
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Oq September 18, 1897, a letter was written to Mr. A. C. Bird, 
general traffic manager of the Chicago- Milyraukee road, informing 
him in general terms of the nature of the complaint filed, with a 
request that the property be looked up and forwarded as soon as 
possible. 

No response having been received to this letter a second was writ- 
ten to Mr. Bird on November 1, 1897, to which he made the follow- 
ing reply: 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, 
Office of General Traffic Manager, | 
Chicago, November 3, 1897. 
Mr. W, W. AiDSwortbf Secretary Iowa Bord Railroad Commissiooers, Des Moines, 
Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to your letter of the Ist inst., regarding shipment of 
tool chest from Volga to Imogene: Immediately upon receipt of your former let- 
ter September 18th, I asked our freight claim agent to trace the shipment by wire, 
which he did and found that goods were properly delivered to consignee Septem- 
ber J 8th. Our freight claim agent advises me that he notified you by postal card 
that the matter was disposed of, but through oversight he failed to return papers 
tome, which accounts for my not having written you ere this. 

Ypurs truly, A. C. Bird, 

General TraMc Manager. 

On November 11, 1897, Mr. Germar informs the commission that 
*'The goods were received, and thanks to your promptness given 
this case." 

Case is closed. 



C. 1834—1897. 
Town of Elkport, '] 

I 
^ • |- Neglect to plank crossings. 

CmcAao, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ 

Railway Company. J 

On September 23, 1897, there was filed the following formal com- 
plaint against the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 
signed by G. E. Soyster, recorder: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Sirs — About a month ago the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway was 
notified to plank two crossings on a street crossing at their depot at this place 
for a distance of not less than thirty-two feet, and as yet have refused to comply 
with said order. The crossings at present have only one sixteen foot length of 
planks and are insufficient. 

Also would ask as to manner of procedure to compel them to build walk across 
their right of way on a street crossing. 

Please let me hear from you at once. Respectfully, 

G. E. SOYSTBR, 

Recorder, 
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Mr. A. J. Earling, vice- president and general manager of the 
road, was at once notified by mail, and on October 2, 1897, the fol- 
lowing letter from him was received: 

Answering yours of the 25th ult. enclosing complaint made by the town of 
Elkport, Iowa, relative to planking street crossings, I have to say that instruc- 
tions have been given to extend the crossings from sixteen to thirty-two feet. 
The matter had not previously been brought to the attention of our superin- 
tendent. 

And on October 4, 1897, the recorder of Elkport was notified by 
mail of Mr. Barling's letter and instructions. 

No reply having been received from the authorities of Elkport 
the commissioners conclude that the matters of complaint have been 
corrected, and the case is closed. 



'Insufficient drainage. 



C 1835—1897. 
John Boal. and Joseph Barker, 

MiTCHELLVILLE, 
V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 

On September 24, 1897, John Boal and Joseph Barrer called at 
the office of the commission and made the complaint indicated in the 
following correspondence: 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 24, 1897. 
Mr, C. N, GilmorCf Superintendent Chicago, Rock Island & Paci£c Railw ay Com. 

pany, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear sir— Messrs. John Boal and Joseph Barrer, living about one mile west 
of Mitchellville on the K D. branch of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific rail- 
way, wei*e in the office to-day and laid the following case before the board: 

For a number of years there has been a bridge on your line (No. 319) about 
one mile west of Mitchellville, the rail on which was eighteen or twenty feet above 
the surface of the ground at that point. That being a slough there they had 
constructed a line of drain tile to drain their farms located near said bridge, 
under the bridge and onto a neighbor's field where there was a good drainage 
sufficient to carry off excess water. Your company now proposes to remove the 
bridge, put in a four-foot sewer pipe and fill In with dirt. The complainants say 
they do not believe the sewer pipe will be sufficient to carry off the surface water 
in wet seasons, and that if the drain tile is covered by such pipe they will have 
no opportunity to clean out their tiling should it become clogged up, as it often 
does. They thiuk a culvert should be placed there, four or five feet high, to 
adequately drain that territory in wet weather, but at any rate they do not wish 
the sewer pipe placed on top of their tiling, and state that if they knew when 
the work was to be done they would be there to indicate where such tiling was 
located. 

These gentlemen were advised to call upon you, but they returned this after- 
noon stating that they were unable to find you in your office, and as they seemed 
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very anxious that Bomething should be done to protect what they believe are 
their rights in the premises, they were advised that you would be communicated 
with, and that this office believed their interests would be fully protected by the 
company in the making of this contemplated improvement in its roadbed. 

Will you kindly take this matter up with the proper aathorities and advise 
the board, at an early date, what disposition is made of the case? 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Des Moines, Ootobar 6, 1897. 
Subject: Complaint of John Boal and Joe Barrer. 
W, W. Ainsworthf Esq. y Secretary Board Railroad Commissioners^ City: 

Dear Sir -Replying to your favor of September 24iih, stating that these two 

men had called at your office in regard to the filling up of bridge on our line 

west of Mitchell ville. I am advised to-day by our roadmaster that be has met 

the parties and arranged everything satisfactorily with them in regard to same. 

Yours truly, C. N. GiLMORE, 

Saperintendent, 



Case closed. 
C. 1836—1897. 
E. J. Edmonds & Co. et al... Mar- 1 
cus, 

V. I 

Illinois Central Railroad Com- ^ age oj cars, c. 
PANY AND Minneapolis & St. 
Louis Railroad Company. 

On Septeoaber 24, 1897, there was filed with the commissioa a 
complaint of Messrs. E. J. Edmonds & Co., of Marcus, saying that 
^^there seems to be a disposition on the part of the Illinois Central 
railroad not to furnish Minneapolis & St. Louis cars for Minneapo- 
lis, as they should, and they will not let their cars go to Minneapolis. 
I should like the commission to enquire into this matter and see if 
the Minneapolis & St. Louis has not the cars or what is the matter; 
it seems almost impossible to get the cars." 

On October 10, 1897, a like complaint was filed by Messrs. Shoen- 
ermanBros., of George, Iowa; so that the situation seemed to be 
practically the same on the several lines or branches of the Illinois 
Central Railroad company, in northwestern Iowa. 

The question presented is whether this board has the power to 
compel a railroad company to send its cars off its own line to that of 
another to be loaded and returned, or otherwise. 

Considerable correspondence ensued between the board of com- 
missioners, the complainants and the two railroad companies, contin- 
10 
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ued by the commission in an effort to secure amicably the desired 
service. This was recognized by the companies and was to an 
extent successful, as shown by the following letter from Vice-Presi- 
dent Harahan, of the Illinois Central Railroad company: 

Chicago, October 4, 1897. 
Hon. W, W, Ainswortbj Secretary Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners, Dea 

Moines, Iowa: 

Deab Sm— Referring again to your favor of tbe 24th ulto. concerning com- 
plaint of Mr. E. J. Edmonds, of Marcus, that this company will not furnish 
Minneapolis & St. Louis cars for Minneapolis and will not permit its own cars to 
go through to Minneapolis. I have had this matter carefully investigated and 
find that orders have been placed promptly with the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
railway for cars, but that they have not been filling all of the demands made upon 
them. For instance, on August 28th we placed an order with the Minneapolis & 
St. Louis for twenty-five box cars, and on September 3d we increased the order 
to fifty cars. On September 4th and September 8th our superintendent of trans- 
portation wired the general superintendent of the Minneapolis & St. Louis rail- 
way, calling his attention to the order, and on September 8th he received reply to 
the effect that it was impossible for them to fill all orders, but that they would 
do the best they could for us. They furnished us twenty-six cars on the order for 
fifty. 

On September 16th we placed an order for twenty-five oars, none of which 
have been received, and on September 26th we ordered twenty-five more box cars* 
but have received none from them. 

With the heavy demand which we have had for box oars on our line recently* 
we have not been able to permit our own cars to go off our line to Minneapolis? 
as we have been unable to fill all orders for cars for local business on our own line* 

We shall continue to do the very best we can in this matter. 
Yours truly, 

J. T. Habahan, 
Second Vice-President. 

And also the following from Mr. L. P. Day, general manager of 
the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad company: 

Minneapolis, Minn., October 19, 1897. 
Mr. W. W, Ainswortb, Secretary Iowa Railroad Commission, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — This will acknowledge receipt of your favor of the 18th inst. rela- 
tive to complaints of shortage of cars for shipment of grain over our line to Min. 
ueapolis. 

I observe that these complaints are from shippers on the Illinois Central rail- 
road. While we cannot, of course, assume responsibility to provide other lines 
with equipment, we are doing everything we possibly can to supply cars for ship- 
pers on the Illinois Central line. I appreciate the siouation of the Illinois Central 
company, and am sure that they are encountering all the difficulties in furnishing 
cars that are indicated by letters from Vice-President Harahan and Superin- 
tendent Dixon. You will doubtless understand that our condition is somewhat 
similar, although we are endeavoring to assist our connections as well as te take 
care of our own local traffic. 
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We will continue this effort, and do what we can to accommodate shippers on 
the Illinois Central line, but I think you will not expect or desire that we should 
deprive our own local shippers of an opportunity to load cars in order that we 
may take care of business on other lines. Yours truly, 

L. F. Day, 
General Manager, 

Again on November 9, 1897, Edmonds wrote the commission as 
follows: 

Marcus, Iowa, October 27, 1897. 
Afr. W. W, Ainswortbf Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Yours of 25th to hand, and in reply will say that it does seem to 
me that there ought to be some way whereby we could get some better service to 
Minneapolis. Now the Illinois Central has a joint rate with the Milwaukee, and 
they say it is the Illinois Central company ought to furnish cars for shipments 
originating on their line, and that, of course, is their stand now. Of course I 
don't know who has to furnish these cars, but some one ought to be compelled to 
furnish cars in a reasonable time. It seems to me entirely impossible to get cars 
ior Minneapolis only as we can catch a stray car. I should think there would be 
some way to get at this matter to know who was to furnish the cars. The Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis seems to be willing to furnish the cars, but Milwaukee (the 
Minneapolis <& St. Louis) seems to think Illinois Central ought to furnish the 
cars. It looks to me as though there were something wrong about this car busi- 
ness. A shortage for a short time will occur once in a while, but this is a long 
time waiting. Yours, 

£. J. Edmonds. 

To which the commissioners replied by letter dated November 11, 
1897, as follows: 

November 11, 1897. 
E. /. BdmondSy Marcus^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir — I am directed to say in reply to your recent letter that the statujbes, 
as now in force in Iowa, do not give this board the necessary power to remedy the 
situation complained of by you. 

There is no way by which the Illinois Central can be compelled to load their 
cars on their line to be transferred to other lines for shipment, neither is there 
any way to compel the Minneapolis & St. Louis to send their cars off their own 
line to be loaded. There is a way^ however, to compel one road to haul the cars 
of another to be loaded and returned. 

This commission is the creature of the law, and its powers are circumscribed 
by the terms of the statutes of the state. If the powers are too limited the rem- 
edy lies with the law-making power, and shippers and others interested should 
see to it that the limitations are removed. 

While this condition exists the board constantly uses its best efforts to have 
corrected such situations as your letter discloses by friendly conference or cor- 
respondence with the companies. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 
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C. 1887—1897. 
M. A. Crawford, Giard, 

V. 

Chicago, Mh.waukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Highway crossing. 



On October 1, 1697, a let^r was received from M. A. Crawford, 
Giard, Clayton county, Iowa, informing the commission that the 
highway crossing over the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway 
tracks at Froelich needed new planking, and asking that the board 
"notify the section boss of the same." 

Mr. A. J. Earling, vice-president and general manager of the 
railroad company, was at once informed by letter of this request and 
his reply dated October 14, 1897, advising the board "that the cross- 
ing at Froelich, Iowa, will be repaired this week," was received 
October 18, 1897. 

Case closed. 



C. 1838—1897. 

D. W. TOWNSEND, FOR A. S. HUR- 
LEY, Cherokee. 

V. 

Burlington & Missouri River 
Railroad in Nebraska. 



-Loss in transit 



On October 1, 1897, a letter was received by the commission and 
the following correspondence ensued: 

Cherokee, Iowa, September 30, 1897. ' 
Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines Iowa: 

Gentlemen— I enclose you a receipt for goods placed in railroad hands at 
Edgemont, Dak. 

They have been traced to Council Bluffs, Iowa, within your jurisdiction, and 
there dropped out of sight, at least nothing can be heard of them. Our railroad 
agent here cannot find them, the division superintendent of our road gets no reply, 
and some way should be instituted to deliver these goods at their destination, aB 
they are badly needed in our business, and must buy other goods at once if they 
don't arrive. Will you please institute a search through the proper channels 
and cause the railroad company to make this receipt good, and at once? 
Yours, 

D. W. Townsend, for a. S. Hurley. 

Des Moines, Iowa, October 2, 1897. 
Mr, D, W. Townsend, Cherokee, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Yours of the 30th ult., enclosing bill of lading of goods shipped 
from Edgemont, S. Dak., to Council Bluffs, has been received. 

This is an interstate case, a class of business over which this office has no direct 
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jurisdiction, but it has been referred to the proper officials with a request that 
they give the case immediate attention. They have shown universal courtesy in 
matters of this kind and it is believed they will do so in this case. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

SecreUay. 

Des Moines, Iowa, October 2, 1897. 
Mr. W. C. Brown^ General Manager Chicago^ Barlington & Quincy Railroad Com- 

pnajr, Chicago IlL: 

DEA.R Sir— Mr. D. W. Townsend, writing for A. S. Hurley, at Cherokee, 
under date of September 30th, has addressed a communication to this board 
enclosing bill of lading made at Eigemont, S. D., giving list of goods, which 
bill of lading is herewith enclosed. 

This bill, as you will observe, bears date of September 8th, and is signed by 
the agent of the Burlington & Missouri at that point. 

I understand that perhaps you will not care to look this up yourself, but you 
will confer a favor if you will turn it over to the proper officer of the Burlington 
& Missouri and report to this office your investigation. 

Mr. Townsend says that the goods have been traced as far as Couacll Bluffs, 
Iowa, and there they disappeared, ** at least nothing can be heard of them. Our 
railroad agent here can't fiad them, the division superintendeat of our road gete 
no reply, and some way should be instituted to deliver these goods at their desti- 
nation, as they are badly needed in our business, and must buy other goods at 
once if they don't arrive. Will you please institute a search through the proper 
channels, and cause the railroad company to make this receipt good, and at once? " 

As you well know, it is the custom of this office to make attempts to adjust 
matters of this character, and you will confer a favor by giving the case your 
early attention. 

Kindly return bill of lading with your reply. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

Chicago, October 10, 1897. 
W, W. Ainswortby Secretary Bosird of Railroad Commissioners^ Des Moines^ Iowa: 

Dear Sir— Replying to yours of the 2d inst. in regard to complaint of Mr. 
A. S. Hurley, of Cherokee, against this company. 

I have taken the matter up with our agent at Council Bluffs, and he replies as 
follows: "Referring to at tac lied papers relative to a shipment of old wheel- 
barrows, etc., from Edgemont, destined to Cherokee, Iowa, via the Barlington & 
Missouri Rivpr to Council Bluffs, thence via the Chicago & North- Western. 
This shipment arrived here September 20th. The charges on same to Council 
Bluffs amount to $21.42; they are neither prepaid or guaranteed. The shipment 
was refused here by the transfer company until either payment or guarantee was 
obtained. We wired the agent at Edgemont, September 20 bh, the date the 
shipment arrived, and again on September 29th, but as yet have received no 
reply from him. Have also written consignee at destination, statiag that the 
goods are here and why they are held." 

It is likely that we will hear from Mr. Hurley soon and that he will arrange 
to guarantee the charges so that the goods can go forward. 

Yours truly, W. C. Brown, 

General Manager. 
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Complainant ^as duly advised of the course taken, and under 
date of December 4, 1897, wrote, saying: 

** The trucks and other goods came so soon after you got hold of 
it that we supposed that you were aware of the facts. At any rate 
they came promptly and all is satisfactory." 

Closing the case. 



C. 1839—1897. 
J. P. Wilson, Jolley, 

V. 

Des Moines Northern & West- 
ern Railroad. 



Loss byjire. 



On October 5, 1897, J. P. Wilsou, living near Jolley, Iowa,, 
addressed the following letter to the commission: 

Jolley, Iowa, October 5, 1897. 
President of Iowa State Railroad Commissioners: 

I sustained a loss by a fire started by section men burning the right of way on 
Saturday, October 2d. It burned over my timothy meadow and burned off fifty- 
four fence posts. Their adjuster claims they pay no damage on meadows and 
nothing for rebuilding fence and will only offer me a very small per cent of what 
the posts were worth. Am I entitled to any further damage than he claims? 
Please give this your earliest attention and oblige, 

J. P. Wilson, 

This letter was received at the office of the commission on Octo- 
ber 7, 1897, and a copy same date was sent Mr. F. C. Hubbell, 
superintendent of the Des Moines Northern & Western railroad. 
Other correspondence between the complainant, the commission and 
Mr. Hubbell, followed this and was finally ended by the receipt of 
the following letter: 



1 

7.> 



Des Moines Northern & Western Railroad Co., 
Vice-President's Office, 
Des Moines, Iowa, November 26, 1897. 

Mr, W. W, Ainsworth, Secretary Railroad Commissioners, City: 

Dear Sir— I beg to advise we have to-day settled the case of J. F. Wilson, of 
Jolley, Iowa, by paying him the sum of $2.73 for h!s fire claim. 
Yours truly, 

F. C. Hubbell, 
Superintendent. 

This closed the case. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 151 



1 



C. 1840—1897. 
J. W. KiRKPATRiCK, Wyoming, 

V. [Carrying passengers on freight 

Chicago & North- Western Rail- | trains. 

WAY Company. J 

On October 27, 1897, the following was received from Mr. J. W. 
Kirkpatrick, of Wyoming: 

My duties on the board of pension examiners take me to Anamosa every 
Wednesday The best (and at some seasons the only practical) way to get there 
is to drive to Onslow, three and one-half miles north and take the 8:20 a. m. freight 
on the Midland division of the North- W^estern, which is due in Anamosa at 9:10 A. 
M., and returns, leaving there at 2 p. m. The competition for the freight business 
at Anamosa between the two roads has caused the officials of the Chicago & 
North- Western to issue an order a few days ago to get this train, the only freight 
train, into Anamosa at 9:10 A. M. by all means, and when necessary to do so to cut 
loose from the rest of the train and rush the Anamosa freight through, not stop- 
ping for passengers, and to afterward return and finish the business along the lice, 
which is often not done till late in the afternoon. This train is an accommoda- 
tion, and advertises to take passengers on the above given time, and what I wish 
to know is, if they have a right to thus rush through and leave passengers on the 
platform when it is too late in the day to reach their destination by any other 
means. This question is of interest to many Wyoming citizens, as it is the route 
most often taken to reach our county seat; as this train is very frequently late it 
has already caused considerable annoyance. An early reply to this communica- 
tion will be one greatly appreciated. 

The case was at once taken up with Mr. J. M. Whitman, general 
manager Chicago & North Western Railway company, with result as 
shown by letter, dated December 1, 1897, to complainant as follows: 

Upon receipt of your complaint referring to matter of carrying passengers, etc., 
the case was taken up with General Manager Whitman of the Chicago & North- 
western Railway company, and under date of the 23d ult. he sends the following: 

The difficulty complained of by Mr. Kirkpatrick was remedied October 18th, 
as instructions werd issued on that date directing that passengers be carried on 
the special trip from Maquoketa to Anamosa whenever it was necessary to run the 
engfine into Anamosa with freight ahead of the regular schedule. 

Unless you are heard from to the contrary this will be understood as closing 
the case to your entire satisfaction. 

Nothing further having been heard from Mr. Kirkpatrick the case 
is closed. 
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C. 1841—1897. 
Des Moines Linseed Oil Com- 
pany, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Refusal to switch cars. 



On November 3, 1897, the above named company advised the 
board by telephone that the respondent, the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, had refused to switch Rock Island cars 
to and from the elevator located on the Milwaukee tracks at Ruthven, 
Iowa, and asked the intervention of the commissioners in its behalf. 
Accordingly the following telegram was sent: 

November 3, 1897. 
A. C. Bird^ General Tra&c Manager Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Pool Railway Com- 
pany^ Chicago: 

Des Moines Linseed Oil company report your refusal to switch Bock Island 
cars to and from elevator on your track at Ruthven for shipping flax seed to Des 
Moines. Please wire answer. 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 

Secretary, 

To this message Traffic Manager Bird replied: 

Chicago, November 4, 1897. 
W. W. Ainsworth: 

It is not the custom to switch cars of other roads to and from local grain houses 
unless some arrangement or understanding is previously had. 

We have not had any direct application in this Ruthven matter and am not 
advised of the facts in the case. 

A. C. Bird. 

Upon receipt, the above was telephoned to the Linseed Oil com- 
pany, they in turn asking for copy of the same. 

A copy was furnished, to which they filed the following answer: 

DBS Moines, Iowa, November 18, 1897. 
Mr, W, W. Ainsworth^ Secretary, Des Moines, Iowa: 

Dear Sir— We note the communication by wire of the 4th inst. you have from 
Mr. A. C. Bird, general traffic manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
railway, in reference to the matter we have lain before you, of the refusal of the 
Milwaukee road to set Rock Island cars in to the Spencer Grain company's ele- 
vator at Ruthven, which is located on the Milwaukee road at that point. Mr. 
Bird says that they *^ have not had any direct application in the Ruthven matter, 
and not advised of the facts in the case." 

. We wrote the Chicago office of the Milwaukee road in reference to this matter 
on the 4th inst., but at this writing we have had no reply from them, and between 
those dates it has been necessary for the Spencer Grain company to ship two cars 
of seed to us from Ruthven via the Milwaukee road. The rate into Des Moines 
via the latter road is 14.34, and the rate from Ruthven to Des Moines via the 
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Rock Island is 9.22, and what we ask is that the Milwaukee road either meet the 
Rock Island rate or set the Rock Island oars in to the Spencer Grain company's 
elevator at Ruthven. 

As we have said to the Milwaukee people that the arrangement we have made 
with the Spencer Grain company for their flaxseed will practically draw all the 
seed to them at Ruthven, and the increased business on this account will a great 
deal more than overbalance the reduction in rate asked of them. 

Please take this matter up with the Milwaukee people at once, and if possible 
see that either the reduced rate is made to us, or the Rock Island cars set as we 
have requested. Yours truly, 

H. E. Ankeny, 

Manager. 

The above was seat to Mr. Bird as a letter of transmittal. 

November 15, 1897. 
Mr. A. C. Bird, General Tra&c Manager Chicago^ Milwaakee & St. Paul Railway 
Company t Chicago^ 111.: 

Dear Sir —Noting your telegram of the 4th, in reference to the complaint of 
the Des Moines Linseed Ofl Works, alleging your refusal to switch cars to and 
from an elevator on your tracks at Ruthven, I beg to hand you for your informa- 
tion and further consideration, a copy of their reply thereto, a copy of your mes- 
sage having been furnished them at their request. 

Kindly make early answer thereto. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary. 

Oa November 24th, the OU company replied by telephone that 
the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul company still refuses to switch 
cars at Bathven. 

On the same date the following answer of Mr. Bird was received: 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, ) 
Office of the General Traffic Manager, >• 
Chicago, November 23, 1897. ) 

W. W. Ainswortbt Secretaty: 

Dear Sir— Your letter of the 15th in reforenoe to the complaint of the Des 
Moines Linseed Oil company alleging refusal on our part to switch cars at Ruth- 
ven, was received during my absence. 

The matter has been referred to Mr. Tittemore, our representative at Des 
Moines, who will see Mr. Ankeny and endeavor to adjust the matter satisfactorily. 
Yours truly, 

A. C. Bird, 
General TraMc Manager. 

On December 1st, the oil company advised the board that adjust- 
ment had been made, and in the letter set out below withdraw the 
case: 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 30, 1897. 
W. W. Ainsworth, Secretary: 

Dear Sir — We wish to withdraw the request we made on the Milwaukee road 

a short time ago through you in regard to the Ruthven matter. The matter hav- 
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ing been referred to General Agent Tittemore of this city, has been arranged to 
our satiBfactlon by him. Yours truly, 

H. E. Ankeny, 
General Manager. 



C. 1842—1897. 
E. D. Mineah & Co., Eagle ) ^ 

Grove \ ^^^*1/^^^^^ ^/ sawdust and fuel. 

On November 19, 1897, the following letter was received by the 
commission: 

Eagle Grove, Iowa, November 17, 1897. 
C. L. Davidson^ Esq., Railroad Commissioner: 

. Deab Sir— We wish to call your attention to the fact that such items as saw- 
dust, which we are obliged to ship into the towns where we are doing business 
occasionally for the ice men, take the same rate per hundred as lumber; also, 
that wood edgings four feet long, the waste trimmed from the edges of boards, 
and tied up in bundles for more convenience in handlings and which is sold in the 
cities at from $1.25 to $1.50 per cord, take the lumber rate. The value of a car 
of sawdust is $10 for a small car and $12.50 for a large car. The value of a car of 
these edgings is from $14 to $18, and the railroad company charge the same rate 
of freight that they do on a carload of lumber of a value not less than $100, and 
may run as high as $300 or $400. We are not sure whether this is a proper ques- 
tion to bring to your attention or not, but there is certainly an injustice that our 
people who want this kindling wood and sawdust should have to pay two or three 
times as much in freight as they do for the original article in getting it here 
from Clinton, our nearest point. The wood rate from Clinton here is about two- 
thirds the lumber rate, but a railroad inspector last spring classed these bundled 
edgings under the lumber rate and refused to permit them to go as wood. Please 
let us hear from you in regard to this matter, advising us what can be done in 
regard to it, and oblige. Yours truly, 

E. D. Mineah & Co. 

To which reply was made on November 24, 1897, as follows: 

Des Moines, Iowa, November 24, 1897. 
E. D. Mineah & Co., Eagle Grove, Iowa: 

Gentlemen— Yours of the 17th to Commissioner C. L. Davidson is referred 
to this board for reply, and I am directed to say, in response, that sawdust takes 
class E rate in carload lots. If the roads are making lumber rate it is somewhat 
lower than is required by either the Iowa or the Western classification. 

The reason for making this classification was probably the fact that in case of 
accident the probability of total loss is greater. 

In less than carload lots the rate is the same as lumber, viz., fourth class. 
Wood (fuel) in bulk, in Iowa classification, carload lots, takes soft coal (lump) 
rates. 

If you wish to make application for a reduction of the rates on these commodi- 
ties it will be the duty of the board to consider such application, and you will be 
given every opportunity to be heard at a date to be fixed for that purpose. 
Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, 
' Secretarj. 
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C. 1848—1897. 
John F. Leech, Mayor of Mt. 
Pleasant, 

Inquiry concerning side track 
construction and liability of 
city or railway company for 
damages. 



The following letter was received from the mayor of Mt. Pleasant 
and answer returned, as below: 

Mt. Pleasant, Iowa, December 3, 1897, 
Board of Railway Commissioners: 

Gentlemen — Is a railway company of the state permitted to exact terms 
which 'in the placing of side track would compel a city to assume all damacfe to 
persons or things which may happen in the management of the company's cars 
on said side track, and to make the city assume all damage which may be caused 
by fire communicating to property of third persons, whether such damage may 
be done by the company or its employes wilfully or otherwise? 
Respectfully, 

John F. Leech, 
Mayor of Mt, Pleasant^ Iowa. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 7, 1897. 
Hon. John F, Leech, Mayor of Mt, Pleasant, Iowa: 

Dear Sir — I am directed to say in reply to your letter of the 3d inst. that the 
board is of the opinion that the city council of Mt. Pleasant could not legally enter 
into an arrangement with the railway company whereby the owner of property 
living within the incorporated city limits could be deprived of the right to recover 
such damage as might be sustained on account of any act of the railway company 
that would legally give him a right of action against such company. 

The city might enter into a contract, perhaps, with a railway company whereby 
it might release any claim that it might have against the railway company, but 
iteould not extend that to preventing any property owner from enforcing his 
claim against the railway company, if he had any legal claim against such com- 
pany. 

The board in this case, as it has in many others, has answered your inquiry, 
although legally it would not be obliged to give an opinion upon this class of cases. 

If there are any other questions regarding this matter that you wish to submit 
to this board for its opinion or consideration, it will be a pleasure to answer the 
same. Very respectfully yours, 

W. W. AmSWORTH, 

Secretary, 
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DEBT- -3. 















SBT. 




Amount 
outst'nding. 


Oash real- 
ized on 
amount 
issued. 


INTEREST. 


Amount 
paid dur- 
ing yew. 


Amount of 

authorized 

issue. 


Amount 
Issued. 


i 


Am*t ac- 
crued dur- 
ing year. 


Amount 
paid dur- 
ing year. 


































$ 4,688,911 43 
















799,400.00 




























9 1,738,12600 




5,004,210 00 
49,200 00 
406,040.00 


$ 36,821,700.00 


• 36,746,700 00 


$ 34,711,900.00 






9 1.738,120.00 




















609,000 00 
































6,560.00 






























141,157 50 
















7,583,208.18 
















2,866.300 00 
4,765,055 00 


'35,000,(300.66 


9,093,000 00 
33,632,000.00 


9,093,000 00 
32,029,000.00 




4HB 


454,650.00 
1,478,039.70 


454,660 00 




1,482»182.22 


1,453.240.75 
97,155 00 


































64,480 00 
392,500 00 
















10,000,000.00 


5,425,000 00 


5,425,000 00 


9 5,425,000 00 


4 


210,750.00 




28.450 00 




320.000.00 
















3,000 00 
18,562 50 






























30.000 00 
































580,540.00 
































48 000 00 
















524 39 
































2,603,245.00 
















57 500 00 
















589 90 
















2.367.52 
































33,631.197.17 


1 81,821,700 00 


1 84,896 700 00!| 81,258,900.00 


1 5,425,000 00 





f 3.872,559.70|9 3.674,952 22 
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FUNDED 





INOOMS BOITDS. 




Amount of 

authorized 

issue. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount 
outst'nding. 


Cash real- 
ized on 
amount 
issued. 


INTSR 


BAIIjROADB. 


1 


Am't ac- 
crued dur^ 
ing year. 


Ames A College 














Albla Sl Oentervllle 














Atchisoo, Topeka A 8. Fe 
Boone Valley 


1 71,738,000.00 


$ 51,728,000.00 


9 51,788,00000 




4 








Burlington, 0. Bap. A N. 

Ohlcago, Burl. A Qiiincy 

Ohlr.RffO. Riirl & K. 0. . 






































Kan.01ty,8t.J.&d.B. 
at. li . Keoknk A: N W 






♦16 48 
133,835.00 








133.835.00 


188,885.00 








Hum. A Shenandoah- 








Chicago, Ft. M. A Des M. 
Chicago, Iowa A Dakota 
Chicago Great Western. . 



















1,368,000.00 






68,400.00 






Chicago, Mil. & St. Paul 
Chicago, Bock I. A Pac. 




500,000 00 


500,000 00 






30,000.00 








Chicago A North- Wesfn 
Chicago, St. P , M. & O 
Sioux Oitv A Pacific... 






































Crooked Creek 












Des Moines. N. & W 














Dubuque A Sioux City. . . 














Des Moines Union . 














Iowa Central 














Iowa Northern 














Keokuk A Western 














Des Moines A E. Oitv.. 














Mason City A Ft. Dodge 
Minneapolis A St. Louii. 
Omaha A Ht. louls. 






































Sioux Citv A Northern . . 














Tabor A Northern 














Union Pacific 














Wabash 














Winona & Western 














NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northw*rn 
Burlington A Western... 








































Total 


9 71,861,885.00 




f 58,789,851.48 







9 98,400.00 



* Income scrip. 
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DEBT— 4. 





SQUIPMSirr TBUST OBLIGATIONS. 


■ST. 


Amount of 

authorized 

issue. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount 
outst'nding 


Cash real- 
ised on 
amount 
issued. 


INTBBBST. 


Amount 
paid dur- 
ing year. 


1 


Am't ac- 
crued dur- 
ing year. 


Amount 
paid dur- 
ing year. 




































9 2,500,000.00 


$ 2,500,000.00 


9 1,250,000.00 




5 


9 57,208 60 


9 57,208.60 










































































































































1,720,039.31 


1.227,177.55 






92,222 98 


99,726.86 


1 67,000.00 
























30,000.00 




28,000,000.00 


26,236,000.00 






1,306,300.00 


1,307,975.0 














































16,000.00 


6,222 32 






50616 


596.16 












































































































































































































































































1 97.000 00 


9 2,500.000.00 


9 82,236,939.31 


9 28,719,399 87 






9 1,456,327.74 


9 1,465,506.62 
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STOCKS AND 





STOCKS 


RAHiBOADS. 


RAILWAY STOCKS. 


OTHBS 


Total par 
ralue. 


Income or 
interest 
received. 


Valuation. 


Total par 
▼alne. 


Ames & CoUeee 










Albia & OentePTllle 










Atchison, Topeka & Sante Fe 


9 33,400.00 


$ 8,900.00 


9 15,320.00 




Boone Valley 




Bnrling^n, Oedar Baplds A Northern 


1,735,000.00 
39,631,344.83 


' '866,877.44 


1,735,000.00 
22.644,743.72 




Ohicago, Burllnffton & Qnincy 


9 568.67S 




Kansas Oltv, St. Joseph A Oouncll Bluffs .... 
St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern. ... 








56,000.00 






7,800.00 


Humeston A Shenandoah 








Chicago, Ft. Madison A Des Moines 










Ohicago, lowa^ Dakota 










Chicago Great Western 


8,586,169.98 
6,810,950.00 


5,46416 
1,025 00 


407,963.14 
123,028.75 


502,689.20 
548,040.00 


Chicago, Milwaukee A St. Paul 


Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific. 


Chicago A North -Western 


53,176.002 61 
4,785,378 32 


566,569 00 
50,09417 


* '4,314,478'.32 


2,402,900.00 


Chicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis A Omaha 

Sioux City A Pacific 




Crooked Creek 










Des Moines, Northern & Western 










Dubuque & Sioux City 


5.80 




5.80 




Des Moines Union 






Iowa Central 










Iowa Northern 










Keokuk A Western 


800,000.00 




200,000.00 


20,000.00 


Des Moines A Kansas City 




Mason City & Ft. Dodge 










Minneapotlsft St. Louis 


504,300.00 


5,163 00 


99,500.00 




Omaha & St. Louis , 




Sioux City A Northern 


1,000,000.00 




1,000,000 00 




Tabor A Northern 






Union Pacific 










Wabash 


2,611,551 68 


74,400.00 


♦559.68 


1,431,300.00 


Winona & Western 


NARROW OAUGS ROADS. 

Burlington A Northwestern 


100 00 




100.00 




Burlington A Western . . . 














Total 


$U9,673,203.21 


$1,576,992.77 


9 30,560,690.41 


96,536,344.20 



♦Cost. 
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BONDS OWNED— 6. 



OWNXD. 


BONDS OWNID. 


STOCKS. 


RAIIiWAT BONDS. 


OTHBB BONDS. 


Income or 
Interest 
received. 


Valuation. 


Total par 
Talue. 


Income or 
interest 
received 


Valuation. 


Total par 
value. 


Income or 
interest 
received. 


Valuation. 













9 '32,074.00 




f a 60,350 00 




9 5,212,666 42 


$ 17,068 89 


9 3,257,982 30 


* 




















9'837.bbb'.6o 








9 240,758.07 


20,726,178.87 


1,455,106 46 


14,367,118 85 


9 752.000.00 




55,000.00 
7,800 00 








































































491,306 70 
535,706.67 














3.732 93 


6,034,000.00 


12,610 41 


6,094,660 00 


47,000 00 


1,830.00 


27,850.00 


336,790 00 




10,106 000.00 
2,255.000 00 


880 00 
5,600 00 















2,255 000 00 


















































460,500.00 


32,235.00 


523,073.13 




































""'4,462.66 


6(X)Vobo;66 





""mimm 


































■""519,0()0'.66 


' id,obb*66 


moo 








579,000.00 


18.950.00 


10,000.00 


















































:::::::::: :;::-::::: 




45.66844 


n45,30600 


150,000 00 


1,890.00 


♦159,055 54 


47,000.00 




♦1,001.00 




















































1 446,441.3^ 


tl,480,320 44 


146,131,345 29 


92,423,370 76 


927.775.889 84 


9941,000.00 


9 34,264 00 


9790.851.00 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



170 



TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



[5D 



i 

8 

15 

GO 

P 

o 

;^ 
p 
< 



< 



I 






I 



o 






5S§ 
5§! 






s»@&s 


ss » s 


:BiS88 


i^iii 


gi 1 i 


mi» 


S§§^S" 


•^«- ;a ;c* 


..8«!«f 



s« 






9^ Sg 






ig 




Sog^'Sa 



5" •'*g ;r^ 









^ 






11 

^5 



.0 : . B . • 
:| .3«l ^ 

St 

'3g 

S3 



l:^ 






88 
IS 



SI 



511 "3 



e8. - 

S PS 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



172 



TWENTIEIH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



[5D 



COST OF ROAD EQUIPMENT AND 





COST 07 OONBTRUOTION. 


COST OF BQTTIPMBRT. 


RAILROADS. 


Total cost 
to June 
30,1896. 


Total cost 
to June 
30, 1897. 


Per 
mile. 


Total cost 
to June 
30, 1896. 


Total cost 
to June 
30,1897. 


Per 

mile. 


Ames & OoUege 








$"•19,639 29 

4,'2di,924'8i 

"167,117.43 
1,495,479.48 

642,492 88 


1 '*'91,674 55 

'4,'26l,924'84 

"167,317 43 

1,524.550.06 

580,678.98 




Albia & Oentervllle 

Atchison, Topeka & S. Fe.. 
Boone Valley 


9 400.000 00 
371,903,183.63 


1 4od.bbb6o6 

386,830,684 58 


$ 16,366 61 




Burl., Oedar Baplds & N. .. 
Chicago, Burl. & Qolncy... 

Ohlcago,Burl. &Kan.01ty 

Kan ulty. 8t.Jo.&a B.. 

St. Louis, Keokuk &N.W. 

Humeston & Shenandoah 


21,603,161.27 

"8,829,589 09 
11,783,667.21 
16,218,810 07 

"'3,296,382 01 

"5i,313 075.63 

89,287,'772".77 
139,787,218 83 


21,606,233 87 

"8,829.689.89 
11,847.362 39 
15,887,215.42 

"3,290,382 01 

391,834 20 

52,009,070 02 

'89,893V688 89 
141,841,588 37 


19,300 72 

"48,'632 36 
38,112 80 
70,359 68 


$3,753.72 

"92155 
4,904.45 
2,57165 


Chicago, Ft. Mad. & Des M. 
Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. . . 
Chicago Great Western.... 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. P. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pa. 
Chicago & North- Western. 

Chicago, St. P^ Minn. & O. 

Sioux City & Pacific 


"14,842.20 
61,56011 

31,'205 50 
28,535.19 


•3.760 00 

'2,*372,872'65 

i5,'667,409'.49 
33,369,601.43 


•3,760 00 

31,47616 

2,385,931 70 

15,'67d,3b8'85 
33,369,601.43 


5296 
1,19228 
2,824.09 

6,439.'76 
6,71318 




"195,877.82 
7,126,232.88 

'"'982,"oboo6 

20,232,523 96 


"8,74b' 64 
48,596 78 

*265;4b5'4i 
40,230 82 


"14,77764 
184.131 02 

"611,975 82 
"348,6^:65 
* "'56,232*03 
"258,^*69 
""4,890 00 


"14,77704 
184,131.02 

*"*i2,ooo6o 

611,975 82 

51,982.59 
57,068.26 

"257,940.56 




Crooked Creek. . . . 

Des Moines, Northern & W. 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

Des Moines Ualon 

Iowa Central 


195,877 82 
7,124,515 38 

20,233,080 97 


659.38 
1,265.67 

3,243 24 
1,216.86 


Iowa Northern. . 


Keokuk & Western 

Des Moines & Kansas City 
Mason Cltv & Ft. Dodge.. .. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis. . . . 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Sioux tity & Northern 

TaborA Northern 


3,926,370.35 

832,246 97 

2.401,817.65 

'i,56oVobo'66 

3,380,371.12 

78,836.98 

t 3,807,955.00 

l,250,00b'.06 

340,27141 
1,356.091.80 


3,926 370.35 

940,13415 

2,406,950 92 

'i,"56d.bbo6o 

3.380.371.12 
78,836 98 

"i,25d,'obo.66 

341,374.17 
1,356,437 68 


27,453 09 
8.394.05 
26.162 51 

10,758 62 
35.212 00 

8,85517 

8,814.20 
19,185 82 


2,441.38 
464.13 
620.31 

1,778.90 


6,662 81 


756.86 


Union Pacific 




Wabash 

Winona & Western 




NARROW GAUGB ROADS. 

Burlington & North we8t*n. 
Burlington & Western 


86,391.64 
120,910.52 


86,391.64 
120,910 52 


2,204.79 
1,710.19 


Total 


1760.904,296.86 


1776.603.859.67 




158,525,764.30 


869.778,683 91 





• For the year, t Mileage basis, t Cost of Missouri river bridge and approaches 
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ACTUAL PRESENT CASH VALUE— 8. 



GBAKD TOTAIi COST OT ROAD AHD 
BQUIPHBNT. 


TOTAIi OOST OT ROAD AND EQUIP- 
MBNT l^R IOWA. 


Actual 
present 

cash 
value of 
road 
and 
equip- 
ment. 


Actual 
present 
cash 
value of 
other 
prop- 
erty. 


Total to 
June 30, 1898. 


Total to 
June 90, 1897. 


Per 
mile. 


Total cost 
to June 
30,1896. 


Total cost 
to June 
30, 1897. 


Per mile. 




1 *" mm 00 

386,922,359.13 

35,000 00 

25,807.158 71 

205.740.341 05 

8,997,007.32 

13.371,913 45 

16,467,894 40 

3,294,152 00 

423,310 36 

54,395,001 72 

212,594.71415 

106,563,997 74 

175,2U,189 80 

56,216 647 45 

5.762,623 24 

210,654 86 

7,310.363.90 

21,217,397.72 

994,000 00 

20,844,499.78 


•"i6.366 61 


•■"*4oo.oob'66 


i*"'4(X),bbo.oo 


i*"l6,366*6i 


120,000.00 




1 400,000 00 




371,922,819 92 








U,666.66 
23,054.45 
36,386 33 
49,553 91 
43,017 25 
72,93133 

"*46 396.50 
16,034 48 
64.384.20 
34,578 20 
36,645 26 
85,248 37 
39,515 72 
53,645 72 
9,400.03 
49,852.45 
35 386.51 
268,648 65 
41,447.69 






"23,054*45 
36,677.56 


35,000.00 




25,805,086 11 


"86,743V346!80 


21,755,562 28 
+30,775,407 05 
+ 3,850,719 13 
+ 2,473.803 99 
+ 3,723,873.71 

"3 294.il52.00 

423,31036 

29,917,250.88 

+53,148,678 54 




204,962,631 40 
8,996,706 52 






13,279,146.69 










16,761 302 95 










' 3,294,i42'.6l 

"29.*527.271 00 
+52,957,683 85 








3,294,142 01 


46,396.50 
16,034.48 
64,724 00 
34,578 20 






53,685 947 58 
211,830,735 42 






104,955,182.26 






173,156,820 26 


+40,517,377.70 

**4,*316.582.76 

" '7,308,646*40 
20,699,39413 

"17,170,073 29 


+40,998,064.53 

+ 2,945,896.93 

+ 4.316,871 09 

210,654.86 

7,310,363.90 

20.741,20616 

994,000 00 

17,169,896 56 


35,248 37 
39,515 72 
53,645.72 
' 9,400 03 
49,852.45 
36,182.41 
268,648 65 
41,447.95 






55,826.516.82 






5,762,238.35 







7,306.646 40 
21,175,213 79 












20,845,056.79 












4,275,000.00 


4,275,000 00 

992,116 74 

2,464,019.18 

21,983,70444 

1,817,940 56 

'8fi,48979 

3,807,955.00 
> 

426,765 81 
1,477,348 20 


29.936 97 
8,858.18 
26,782 82 
59,U9.82 
12,537.52 

""9,612.03 












832 246 97 


"'2,*458,()49 68 
■"'836,523.66 


2,464,01918 








2,458.049 68 


26,782 82 






22,005 860.47 






1,818,529.69 


836,252 66 


12,48138 












83,726.98 


83.726 98 


85,489.79 


9,612.08 




























11,018 99 
20.896.01 


425,663.05 
1,477,002 32 


426,765 81 
1,477,348.20 


11,018.99 
20,896 01 






425.663 05 
1,477,002.32 










11.333,334.272 43 


tl, 359,110,566.50 


$ 48,557.18 


1212,215,482.63 


1249,739,607.61 
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INCOME— 





PATMBNTS ntOH HBT IHOOMS. 




DIYIDBNDS. 


Other 
pay- 
ments. 




RAIIjBOADB. 


OOMMOH. 


PRBFBRRBD. 


Total. 






Amount. 


O 

1 


Amount. 




Ames & College 














Albla & Oentervllle 














Atchison, Topeka& Santa Fee 














Boone Valley 


"i 

4 


1 22oVobb'oo 

8,880,112.00 








Burlington, Cedar Bapids & Northern .... 
Ohicaso. Burlinffton & Quincv 








f 280,000 00 
3,280,118 00 









Chicago. Burlington & Kansas City . 








Kansas City, 8t Joseph & Council BPffs 
8t. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 


























nnmAAtnti A: Bh en an ^ oah 














Ohicaffo. B^ Madison & Des Moines 












... 


Chicaffo. Iowa » Dakota 














OhicaffO Great Western 










•1488952.00 


488,958 00 
3,737,453.44 

983,116.00 

3,518,650 00 

1,158,958 00 

11,830.00 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


4 

2 
6 

8 


1.841.090 44 
923.116 00 

1,953.005 00 
370,98800 


7 

"*7 
7 
7 


tl,896,363.00 


Chicaffo. EU)ck Island & Pacific 




Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Sioux City &PaQiflc 


1.564.965 00 
787,»76 00 
11.830.00 








Crooked Creek. 








Des Moines, Northern & Western 














Dubnaue & Sioux Oitv 


1 


99,996.00 








99,996.00 


Des Moines Union 








Xowa Central 














Iowa Northern 














Keokuk & Western 


2 


80,000 00 








80,000.00 


Des Moines& Kansas City 








Mason Citv & Pt. Dodre. . .'. 






3.6 








Minn eapolis & St. Louis 






845,000.00 




246,000.00 


Omaha A St Louis 








Sioux City & Northern 














'Tabor & Northern 














Union Paciflct 














Wabash 














Winona & Western 














NARROW GAUGB ROADB. 

Burlington & Northwestern 














fiurllnirton & Western 




















... 




... . 




Total.. 




18.768 99144... 


14,506.12400 9482.962 00 


813.758.067 44 



* Guaranteed interest on 4 per cent debenture sbock. t Missouri river. $ Interest and 
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ENTIRE LINE— 14. 



TBOM OPBRATIONEH- 
T*B VNDIHG JUNIB 30, '97. 


TBOM OPBBATIONS— 
Y*K Bia>INa JUNE 30,'07. 


WGB TBAB BNDING 
JUNE 30, 1806. 


ON JUNE 30,1807. 


Surplus. 


Deficit. 


Surplus. 


Deficit. 


Additions 


Deduc- 
tions. 


Surplus. 


Deficit. 


















S 11.362 09 




1 8.468.60 
141,720.18 




9 "9,b6b;82 




1 19,830.69 
1,603,226 60 




1,45^446.60 

















$ 54 376.32 

"**2im.O0 
07,373 30 


2,248,78451 

0,367.302 73 

6,704.42 

1,796,375.21 

099,106 37 








2,194,408.19 

10,737,310 00 

33.745.75 

1,775,26412 

001,731.08 




1,370,017.17 
27.04133 




































»*""65,050 84 

862 85 

208,568.25 










60,63162 
1,273 01 
27,638 60 




898 58 






9 126,080 00 










2,135 86 




"'7,*663,8i58!47 
1,277,942 06 
3,078.716 62 
3,040,075.16 








236,206 04 


845.85138 






8,500,710.85 
1,003,415 34 
4,444,086.50 
3,460,626 86 




626,473 28 

1,366,260 97 

429,560.70 






















108,117.68 


1,769,651.79 






It9li.7&ii7 












4,9U.5e 
40,424.31 




38,625 20 
7,00102 


*9d,384'.08 


1,797.02 










21.06 




83.40411 








8,50178 


466 54 

27,304 57 
25,576 01 
20,156 04 


530,702 08 

14150 

78,29416 








534,203.86 












325.04 




""*31,93i'99 
638,054.60 


19,65000 
32,226 97 




70,630 50 








' 26,261.93 
668,810.51 




34,184 72 


9 600.00 
11,549.79 

* 74,840*06 


""173.060*38 
41,525.01 


78,786.78 




7,340 20 


""60,717.46 
2,04074 










129,260.00 
12,047.82 




115,646 75 
14,007.56 


















*tl52,455.00 


28,332.43 


""0,374 76 




08364643 
102,023.02 

123,707.08 
549,706.20 


""vifidM 


15,244 37 
1,076.46 


040,060 63 








14,560.70 


5,11637 






118,680.71 
681,734 05 




82,027.76 




















• 6,251,08017 


$ 503,821.78 


1 30,468,602.26 


9 4,617,308 78 


9 159,262.81 


9 102,810.62 


9 36,648,571.82 


1 4,757,624 07 



Sinking fund not deducted. 
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EARNINGS 













9 7,801.23 


;8witaFe... . 










17,537.92 














Uplds&N.... 
1 & Qnlncy.... 


9 519,869.10 


1 78,186.99 


1124,520.25 


1 78,083.76 


•800,66010 


on & K. cf. . . . . 












Ck)uncil Bl'ffs 












: & Northwest. 












andoah 












>n & D. Moines 










14,877.97 


ikota. 










6,743.78 


^rn... 










385,107.51 


)& St. Paal... 










1,119,264.19 


id & Pacific... 










1,392,876.90 


estem 

polls & Omaha 


841,972.87 


148,7^.61 


130,662.69 


348,577.64 


1,470,006.31 
122,352 63 


81,153 80 


17,979.91 


18,449.56 


33,915 41 


151,498.17 
719.40 


Orooked Greek.. 


Des Moines, Northern & Western. 










92,779.76 


Dnbuque & Sioux Oity 










565,345 43 


Des Moines Union 










Iowa Central 










247,514 90 
1,757.00 


Iowa Northern 










Keokuk & Western. 
























Mason Oitv & Ft. Dodge 






' 




32,785.11 


Mlnneai)oris & St. Louis 










85,360.33 

37,604.38 

22,369.76 

2,397.87 


Omaha A St. Louis 










Sioux Oity & Northern 


12,079.67 


3,131.77 


7,158.32 




Tabor & Northern 




Union Pacific 












Wabash 












Winona & W«stem . 










4,839.02 


NABBOTT GAUGB ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 








13,774.73 


Burlington & Western. 










15,588.99 














Total 


•1,455,074.44 


8248,092.28 


1280,790.81 


1460,576.81 


16.680,972.30 



•Including $21,689.68 extra baggage and storage. 
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—IOWA— 15. 



■ZPB188. 


Extra baff- 
gage and 
storage; 


Mails. 


Other 
items. 




Origin- 
ating 
and ter- 
minat- 
ing in 
Iowa. 


Origin- 
ating 
but not 
termin- 
ating. 


Termi- 
nating 
bat not 
origin- 
ating. 


OroBSi'g 

the 
state. 


Total 
express. 


Total pas- 
senger 
earnings. 




























9 315.00 
3,390.56 


1 236.75 

287.81 


9 1,157.03 
4,945.32 


*9 90*.6i' 


• »•§ 


























68,884.43 




109,573.47 




974.128.00 
































































































4,500 00 

386 46 

39,160.80 

168,436 80 

149,439.84 

121,927.52 

10 814 88 

7,035 64 


219.75 

■""6,908.07 
26,356.02 
19,161 39 
32,99157 
3,50162 
3,877.93 

"" 2,177 31' 
14,248 08 

"'4,228.89' 


4,760.32 

1,31016 

51,284.74 

217,596.85 

17rf,723 55 

260,987.50 

23,903 18 

23,260 80 

708.80 

13,113.59 

88,410.64 

■"'44,568.01* 


558.74 

"'47,219.53' 
36,04761 
12.330.44 
2,612,40 

*217.69 


24,916 78 










8.440 40 










539,680 65 










1.567,701.47 
1,747,532.13 


















1,888,525 30 










160,572.31 
185,890.23 


















1,428 20 










6,92135 
58.689 60 


988 76 

*663 82' 


114 992 01 










727,682 51 


















14,377.40 


311,353.02 










1,757 00 




























'"'1,210.64 

7.421.40 

2,495 44 

266.33 

213 59 


'"'iasii* 

1,703 51 
783.32 
375 29 


4,'283.84* 

21,494 72 

16114 22 

6,532.85 

433.24 


23 97 

193.20 












39,494 70 










116 012 93 










57.190.56 










29,544.23 










3,044.70 








































1.170 00 
918 00 


153 61 


1,65166 

3,747 29 
4,635 00 

91,078,196.78 


55 41 
21.66* 


7,716 09 










18,503 63 






.... 





1.782 00 1 158 35 


22,185 34 




. 




1664,767 68 


9118.58138 


9101,02318 


98.583.544.41 
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Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] 



BOARD OP R.\ILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



198 



-lO WA— Continued— 23. 



TRANSPORTATION. 



Train 
serfice. 


Train 
supplies 

and 
expenses. 


Switch- 
men, 
watchmen 
and flag- 
men. 


Telegraph 
expenses 


Station 
seryice. 


Station 
suppli's. 


Switch- 
ing 
charges 
-bal- 
ance. 


Oar 

mileage 
-bal'n'e 


Hire of 
equlpme't 


i' 2,584 24 


$ 75.23 

1,338.62 


$ 114.04 

2,209 77 


$ ""m.ii 

1,464 84 
"58,992 67 


1 "1,625' 22 
3,892.91 

■ 'i6'l',7^'26 


$ ""72.45 
830.16 


$722 SO* 1-390*40 




5,628.68 




804 82 








167,841.01 


56,535 39 


48,969.99 


36,961 92 




8,970 30 


$ 12,678.61 




























"'1,529*54 
43.22 
21,001.97 
53,332 42 
49,257.64 
62,620 94 
8,914.75 
5,267.76 





























"1,078.80 


■"'5 628*9i 

2,532 75 

130,338 57 

354,689.28 

357,946 61 

849,399 36 

21,274 84 

19,803 90 

1,170 00 

13,555 92 

92,010.65 

23,699 98 

51,281 22 

"8,4^' 68 

7,056.36 

6,203 89 

13,050.82 

11,933.49 

9,149.45 

"2r,9b7'38 
2,32613 

3.916 03 
6 187.50 


"l^'64 
313 60 
12 045 47 
33 653.85 
40,069 91 
39,589 44 
2,034.79 
1,864 42 

"7'39'96 
9,912.97 
1,465 32 
3,893 96 

"193.73 

190 44 

474 55 

1,139 84 

740 01 

1,294.68 

2013 

'914 6i 
183 35 

62105 
8,622.18 








8,686 37 


867.50 

85 52 

50,628.45 

53,553.54 

i4,*508'.23 

"2*294 91 

'"*558 66 
1,375.00 

'5,"779 80 

**"*987.82 
1234 87 


784 50 

2108 

31,135 78 

55,255 59 

19,353 20 

54,089 08 

1,410.47 

2,21164 

.09 

♦♦1,46418 

49,607.64 

'33,*639'.i2 

'"2.'728*56 

4,91419 

210,04 

268.94 


199.00 


1.673 48 






126,579 10 


35,463 51 
153,471.85 

193,389 64 
9,345 55 
6,995 80 


44.231 60 

125,480 82 

85 64195 

93,179.35 

5,437.84 

4,15615 




400,283 60 




272,695.40 




409,293 37 




22,446.06 
18,260.61 


* "6,997*67 


13,763 66 
131,247.46 


1,153 42 

31,571 85 

1,133 15 

7,805.74 

82954 

222"46 

5,523 23 

852 45 

1,553 79 

1,413.95 

*'" fjie'si 

329 56 

1.003 62 
1,147.70 


"31,567 23 
14.614 79 
12,696 84 

"2,203' 66 
603.18 

*"*4,692 65 

2.807.46 

3,420.70 

480 00 

"5,340.03 
192 00 

720 00 
547.50 


5,197 28 
30,519 7d 

"ffi,583.41 

* 3,22196 
1.923 11 
2273.59 
7.539 30 
2,610 61 
2,874 39 
12.26 

"5,711.01 
152.67 

690 00 
690.00 


** 303 50 


57,969 64 




*"*8,459'65 
7.889.05 
4.830 72 


8i*6*.3i 

2,335.85 


19,12188 


60.11 


7,800.79 
6,714.14 


•*""2K'90 










' 10,484 9i 




*7,'357"44 

9115 
206 49 




1,492 93 
1.36524 






7,348 50 












$1,709,479 491 309,573.25!$ 529,745181 


$509 324 98 


11,686.759 11 


181,495 43 


$132,343 24 


$272,396 34 


S 32.784.06 



13 
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QOlTDnGTINO 


BAILBOADS. 


Loss and 
damage. 


Injuries 

to 
persons. 


Clearing 
wrecks. 


III 


Ames & College 










Albia & Oentepville 


8 818 86 
443 97 


1 473 96 

237.43 


1 .75 

60.16 




Atchison. Toneka & Santa Pe 




Boone Valley 




Burllnffton. Oedar Ranids Sc Nortliern. 


9,945.10 


12,676.02 


2,077 80 




Ohlcago, Burlington A Qulncy 














Kansas Oltv, St. Joseph & Oouncll Bluffs 

St Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 
















Humeston & Shenandoah 










ChlcafiTO. Ft. Madison & Des Moines 


605 60 

866 62 

27.605.02 

26.973 86 

23,823 78 

30,200.58 

1,701 85 

1,546 09 

265 

960 45 

9,332 99 


.3,232.45 

27.78 

23,157.72 

43,988 92 

32,076 01 

90,205.46 

4,623 99 

1.702.06 

"" 1,019 56 
18,382 45 
4.324 30 
5,61611 


6618 




Ohlcago, Iowa & Dakota 




Ohlcago Great Western 


7,254 05 
3,156.38 




•Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 




Chicago, Kock island A Pacific 




tOhlcago, & North- Western 


2,892 68 
108.97 
5137 


S 775 41 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 




tSloux City & Pacific 




Crooked Creek 




Des Moines, Northern Sc Western 


1,021.72 
**'*'9^*62 




Dubuque & Sioux City 

Des Moines Union 






Iowa Central 


4,666 61 
36 50 
422.39 
251.43 
289 44 
860.77 
907 76 
208 46 




Iowa Northern 




Keokuk &, Western . . . 


111.25 
2,617 15 

969 53 
3,808.81 

913 96 
83 65 






Des Moines & Kansas City 






Mason City & Ft. Dodge 


""321.78 

120 65 

937 




Minneapolis & St. Louis 




Omaha & St. Louis 




Bloux City & Northern 

Tabor & Northern 


5.00 


Union Pacific 




"*'3,811.i0 


**** 159 




Wabash. 

Winona & Western 


2,97489 
22 04 

• 5689 
24217 




N ABBOW GAUOS BOADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 


71.65 
215 73 




Burlington Sc Western 










Total 


1 145,668 77 


8 253.547 05 


118.805 25 


1 780.41 



*Traln mileage basis. tProportlonal. ^Credit. 
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—IOWA — Continued— 24. 



TRANSPORTATION— GONTIN UBD. 



Advertis- 
ing. 


Outnide 
agencies. 


Commis- 
sions. 


Stock- 
yards 
and ele- 
yators. 


Bents for 

tracks, 

yards and 

terminals. 


Bents of 

build- 
ings and 
other 
prop- 
erty. 


Station- 
ery and 
printing. 


Other 

ex- 
penses. 


Total. 


S 5.00 










'$■■"60 00 
97.86 

* ■4,414 04 






8 2,106 24 


17881 


'•" 1,360 50 
'*"l4,*6i5142 


f 1112 
196.17 

'"7,'6(S7.53 




$""7b6'.02 
'720*00 


1 25.79 

357.78 

"**l'7,'l()7*.65 


'•'"3i*8*.39 
**3,m91 


15 438 49 
34,757.01 


"" 6,379.86 




* 'l,i^,065 82 























































'**'2t9'60 


6^*66 


' **^'33 

18,833.55 

9,867.42 




105 00 


1,990.12 

""69,296 20 
59,975 48 
133,428 26 
68,848.59 
4.700 60 
2,995.40 

""4.089' 95 
32,948.10 

""ld,'663'40 


466 


•" 85 52 
3,562.90 

9,948.48 

.'47 is 

6,090.50 


1,908 75 

'" 34,47962 

39,996 86 

26,020 66 

9,903.73 

7,732 80 


33,415 88 
11,32310 


20,482.40 




"18,536.18 

'"3,'ob6'.54 

839 83 

1,041.89 

"*6i^'08 
* '2,191.33 


9,192 67 
28,80515 
30,77110 
25,232.21 
2,126 51 
2,213 93 


1,025.211.24 


7,783 05 




2,585 656 20 




'l6,*l'95'63 
578 93 
621.33 

* "506.95 
3,665.73 

"3,349 42 


1,781.167 86 


14,110 47 




2,554.657 03 


430.89 
368 41 


"'254*46 

**l6,*8fe*ii 

1,875 92 

539.22 

**'**399'20 
1,174 81 


171,325 87 
144,201 70 








5,533 37 


437.25 




. 52,91810 
5,895.50 

" '2,504*25 


1.013 06 

20,542 45 

465 27 

5,344.87 


143 187 50 


5,069.77 
**'* '5,084.39 


" "348.11 


817,355.97 

66174 27 

440.58219 

3.382 42 


153 66 
267.00 








1,785.00 


56,215.64 












49,335 43 




375 00 

7,301.72 

264 39 

630 22 


'"40156 
416.81 


•• • 


'***'i,ooo.oo 

3,773.05 

4.809 60 

25.00 


■** ■651.97 


'** 1,'67152 
674.97 

'^'.00 

'1*30.21 

123 21 
226 56 


35 838 06 


1,242 30 
20 70 


**' 3*74.92 


144,313 42 
63 864 10 


77.66 




61,794 06 








3,846.84 










"*1*,58136 


**i8*8M*.56 
50.82 










330 90 
1,165 42 


85 374 24 


7.20 






17.46 


12,088.30 










14.118 01 
















39,543 98 


















62,143 15 9 413,529.351 


133,615.24 


120,100.15 


1195,675 26 


133,338.08 


1 147,021.97 


t29,132 50 


1 11,527,876 24 
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OPERATING EXPENSES— 



BAILROADS 



A.mes & College 

Albla & OentervlUe 

▲tchlson. Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Valley : 

Burlington, Oedar Bap. A Northern... 
Chicago, Burlington A Qulncy.. 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City. 

Kansas City, St. Joseph & 0. Bluffs . 

St. Louis, Eeokuk & Northwestern.. 

Humeston & Shenandoah 

Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines.. . . 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago Great Western 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul * 

Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific 

Chicaeo & North-Western * 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minn. Sc Omaha. .. 

Sioux City & Pacific * 

Crooked Creek 

Des Moines, Northern & Western 

Dubuque & Sioux City 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 

Iowa Northern 

Keokuk & Western 

Des Moines & Kansas City 

Mason Citv & Ft. Dodge 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Sioux City & Northern 

T abor & N orther n 

Union Pacific §§ 

Wabash 

Winona & Western 

NARROW GAUGV ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 



I 58124 

'ssiioeise 



Salaries 

of general 

officers. 



3,90154 

1,895.00 

37,779 31 

56,160 32 

124,588.97 

84.658.87 

4,045.60 

3,031.30 

2,738.00 

16,500 00 

12,922.93 

2,800 00 

18,866 60 

600.00 

6,068 96 



6.043 30 

18419.83 

5,427.98 

7,853 13 



831 87 
360.00 

1,479.50 
2,070 50 



Salaries 
of clerks 
and at- 
tendants. 



I 600.00 

882 85 



53,153.2 7 



494 64 

300 00 

47,960.95 

51,294 T2 



General 
office 

expenses 
and 

supplies. 



587 67 



12,458 21 



8,65192 
5,294.22 

* '3,554.96 

22,733.80 

1,140 00 

16,910.03 



2,553 55 
2,970 50 
2.257 21 
9 664.80 
2,979.79 
6,025 27 



727 68 
276.00 

2.544 56 
3,563 59 



Total I 413,123 611 313,83459S 88,593451 71,269301 153,337.28 



90 65 

395 07 

12,753 32 

9,13612 



20,632.19 

626 21 

1,963 34 



1,413.98 
6,243 24 

596 71 
4,103 38 

180 00 
2,610.75 

646 79 

7,380.71 

2,903.95 

7189 

433 88 



. 3498 
179.11 

1,71184 
1,438.16 



Insur- 
ance. 



Law 
expenses. 



35 001 
38 75 
352 34 



8,207.23 



36456 

150 00 

9,100 00 

23,971.97 



1,770 41 
745 52 

7.85 



900 

11.782.44 

513 20 

2,462.60 

530 27 

524.13 

99158 

876 79 

1,845 34 

2,866 61 

2,217 10 

40 00 



47151 
15110 



395.26 

848 74 



473 89 
477 50 
754.05 



8,963.43 



1,278.U 
128.28 
21,036 72 
19 309 33 
41,306 93 
37,388 41 
884.66 
1,436 31 



86.70 

10,354 19 

610.70 

985 37 



88.86 

270 44 

335 65 

4 732.83 

325.52 

1,007 53 

25.00 

'*"897!78 
2.06 

10.00 
16715 



* Train mileage basis, t Proportional. § Includes $52,580 renewal account. §9 Missouri 
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TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



[6D 



OPERATING EXPENSES— 





OONDUCTINO 


BAILBOADB. 


Superin- 
tendence. 


Engine and 

roundhouse 

men. 


Fuel for 

locomo- 

tiyes 


Water 
supplies 
for loco- 
motlyes. 


Oil, tal- 
low and 
waste for 
locomo- 
tiyes. 


Other 
supplies 
for loco- 
motlve?. 


Ames & College . 

Albla & Centeryille 

Atchison, Topeka & 8. Fe 
Boone Valley 
Burllngton,Ced Bap. & N. 
Ohlcaso. BurllDKton & Q. . 


1 24000 
*"252,233'.48 
***■ 3 995.62 


1 63450 

3138.33 

1,732.423.09 

'■■273,460 83 

1,474,601 01 

54,895 16 

245.493.85 

205,220 03 

4.949 95 

2,342 69 

329,348 52 

1,931 675 69 

1.110.504.31 

2,413 769 47 

488,875 23 

36,178 03 

2 362 32 

19,324 86 

174,246 80 

'""i24,4-70.61 

1,500 00 

23,103.52 

10,924.08 

7.434 49 

122,»-76.86 

24.497 85 

14.486.06 

1.494 79 

*■" "826,029.84 
10,988.46 

3,689 31 
8,953 22 


8 52621 

2,873.01 

1,193,222 02 

'"243,880.18 
1,460,945.59 


1 7200 

382 28 

120.842 42 


1 5853 
37158 

37,878 78 




1 2802 

27.429 46 


24,823.82 
186,600 67 

2,747 65 
12,727 30 

7,798 31 


9,517 65 




393.5i^83 


Ohicaso. Burl. & K. .. 






Kan. ,St. Jo. & B 








St. Louis, Eeok. & N.>^. 


6bb'6o 

* 18,334.66 
348,925.54 

' 149,754' io 

86,327 21 

1,926 87 

**" 5,573.00 
51,772 93 
12,114 21 
26,768 00 

**' 4,^'.6o 








Hum» ston & Shenand'h. 






Chicago, Ft. M JkDesM.. 
Chicago, owa & Dakota. . 
Chicago Great Western . . 
Chicago, Mil. &St. Paul.. 

Chicago, Bock I &P 

Chicago A North- Western 

Chl.St. P., Minn & O.. 

Sioux City & Pacific. . . . 

Crooked Creek 

Des Moines, Norlh'n & W. 
Dubuque & Sioux i. Ity 

Des Moines Union 

Iowa r'entral 


4,527.48 

2,758 85 

335,470 71 

1,793,881 03 

963,893.16 

1.913,504 95 

654.059.78 

46,54194 

1,470 96 

20.344 93 

93 234 66 

4.65314 

90,614.44 

1 718 47 

17,935 14 

8,725 98 

11,025 08 

147,635 99 

28,874 35 

21,324.12 

50 00 

"466 35108 
14,634 78 

1,499 74 
7,526.42 


498 50 
6138 
22,228.32 
66 322.56 
157.086 05 
127,263 02 

30.223 42 
1,81112 

272.89 
1755.62 

11.224 86 
1,589 83 
9.368 67 

""'2202.26 

1.036 87 

809 66 

7.583.24 

3,573 90 

*2b'72 

'"57 753.25 

568 89 

129 37 
1.397 91 


188.85 
72 24 
14,46312 
57,769 07 
26,760 23 
66,30416 
14,198.65 
1,244 78 

""l,b58".39 
5,583 83 

238.36 
4,191 72 

127.45 
1.128.49 

525 43 

719 61 
4,684 25 
1.032 22 


942 
175.04 

"'i7.i92.76 

** "31,680*77 

8.406 66 

144.00 

59 56 

2.890 44 

1,680 83 


Iowa Northern 




Keokuk & Western 

Des Moines A Kan. City 


718 08 


Mason City & Ft. Dodge.. 






Mlnneapofls& St. Louis.. 

Omaha & St. Louis 

Sioux City & Northern. . . 
Tabor & Northern 


2,957.96 
4.940 00 
2,431 77 


1.305.49 
125 a 

706.21 


Union Pac flc 




"33,^'.i5 
492 63 

71.73 
272 01 




Wabash 

Winona & Western 


113,583 95 
3,399 96 


7.342 64 


NABBOW GAUO* BOAPS 

Burlington Jk Northwest'n 


70.02 


Burlington & Western. . . 




960 09 


Total 


11,090.715 25 


8 11,683 843.76 


19,553.704 19 


1 860,725 76 


i 282.207.91 


1 494.494.70 
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ENTIRE L.INE— Continued— 28. 



TBANSPOB TATION . 



Train 
service. 


Train 
supplies 

and 
expenses. 


Switch- 
men, 
watchmen 
and flag- 
men. 


Telegraph 
expenses. 


Station 
service. 


Station 
supplies. 


Switching 
charges- 
balance. 


Oar mile- 
age— bal- 
ance. 


Hire of 
equip- 
ment- 
balance. 




f 57200 

75 23 

297,470 13 

*** 63,139*82 
440,407.01 






f" 1,625*22 
865,090 07 


f 72 45 

. 71,147.46 


f 728*50 


f * 'l*.'^*40 
178,849 20 




i 2,584 24 


f 11404 
491,058 96 

"54,690*63 
654,490 33 


• 661 7t 

325,520 78 

"* 65,884.16 

280,856.06 

8,943 77 

20,894 00 

22,235 48 

"" 1,078 80 




1,250,816 83 








187,448.09 


181,177.60 

1,194,117 99 

12,620 10 

209,430 59 

252,384 57 

'*" 5,628 91 

2,532 75 

260 677.14 

1,349,664.78 

1,410,466.51 

1,511.238.17 

353,959.67 

26,436.37 

1.170.00 

13.555.92 

94,214.65 

23,699.98 

69,841.06 

** 16 55428 
7,928.,50 
6,203 89 
58,517 58 
25,942.37 
11,413 99 
12.25 

* 969.405 86 
11,630 69 

3,916 03 
6,187.50 


41,279 79 
472,147.34 




10,018 21 
80,413 21 
7,43165 
44,74188 
63,212 04 


614,159.72 


1,285,256.96 






28.294 26 






129,119 92 










111,746.97 














"* i,529'54 

43 22 

42,003 94 

202,93918 

157,919.63 

270,850.95 

65.298.36 

7,031.97 






867.50 

85 52 
101,256.90 
208,780 61 

" e2,*75*l".66 

'■"3,063.50 




6,686 37 


162 64 
313 60 
24,090.94 
124,253.63 
157,879.86 
127,981.59 
33,766.28 
2,488.83 


784 50 

21.08 

62,271.57 

210.257 18 

60 346 75 

233,948.57 

20,893.51 

2,953.67 

.09 

♦1,464.18 

49,607.64 

'"'41,681.92 

5,350.13 

5,521.56 
210.04 


199 00 


1,673 48 






253,158 21 

1,523.14915 

819,523 95 


70,927.02 
583,987.24 

■'836,457.76 

146,944.87 

9,338.74 


88,463.20 
477,476 47 
233,175.98 
403,023.60 

95,46136 
5,548.07 






1,770,294.46 




383,287.29 
24,376.22 


*"9',34i*.24 


13.762 66 
134,614.21 

""75,351.19 

""16,587.55 
8.86410 
4,830 72 


1.153 42 
31,889.80 
1,133.15 
9,052.14 

"**i,ee6"55 

2^.46 

19,385.53 
1,853.16 
1,938.36 


""31,757.60 
14,614.79 
16,062.13 

""4,m90 
676.61 

""4d,i45'.96 
6,103.16 
4,267.35 


5,197 28 
31257.60 

"SB,799.25 

""6,3i'7.46 
2,160.80 
2,273.59 
25,162 26 
5,675.23 
3,585.82 
480.00 

"155,7(54" 50 
763.37 

690 00 
690 00 


739.96 
10,134.79 
1,465.32 
4,691.52 

379 87 

213.98 

474.55 

6,064.93 

1,608.71 

1,615.13 


568.00 
1,524.00 

*"30*,'4i'9'.97 

'"1,936 91 
1,387.50 


♦308.50 

" 1,600*63 
2,624.56 


77,609 98 




456.95 


16,958 23 








8,375.93 
1,413.95 


•315.50 
20.13 








"*57,^'6l 
1,647.80 

1,002.62 
1,147 70 


"320,152.73 
960.00 

720 00 
547.50 








571,285 95 


36,428.53 
916.78 

621.05 
3,622.18 




349,275.28 


10,936 72 


7,464 67 






1,365.24 




91.15 
206.49 




7,348 50 






18,720,249.28 


•1,678,792.77 


13,288,328 32 


12,312.040 60 


18,957.324 99 


»1,124.561 70 


1 408,05920 


11,428,022 R4 


JF 39,015 30 



•Credit. 
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ENTIRE LINE— Continued— 2^. 



SBAN8PORTATION. 



Outside 
agencies. 


Oommis- 
sioners. 


Stock 
yards and 
elevators. 


Bents for 

tracks, 
yards and 
terminals. 


Bents of 
buildings 
and other 
property. 


Stationery 
and print- 
ing. 


Other ex- 
penses. 


Total— con- 
ducting 
transporta- 
tion. 

















1 2.106.24 




1 U12 
43,504.15 
8,786 61 




f 644,300.79 
720.00 


1 60.66 i 25 70 




15,438.40 


f 308,834.31 




21,74617 
4,929.60 


70,50613 
10,105 48 


t 70,75314 
4.642 75 


8,211,188.80 


16,367.47 




1,262,718.27 






268,917.90 














8,501,542.70 


1,233.87 














122.026.86 


18,435 06 














704,758.88 


26,760.53 














717,100 50 










21066 


672*66 






1,090.12 


4.66 




1,908.75 




33.415 88 




• 8552 

7,125 80 

37,855 71 


263 33 
37,667.09 
37,547 »7 


11,323.10 


138,502 40 




341.983 52 
152,195 08 
375,220.75 
42,836 07 
117,163 68 


'*"7d,5^*4i 

"13,664*62 
13,01177 
1,300.83 


■ 18,385.34 
109,606.67 

94.10122 
109,135 51 

36.551 49 
2.955 39 


2,323,446.77 


228,21719 




0,838,874.44 


402,619.06 




6,147,046.77 


207.787 06 


70,047.48 

8,771.58 

82042 


204 06 
93,960.42 




11,010 510.83 


81,170.48 




2,840,086 74 


3,008 58 




102405.90 








254 46 

'l0',*W3*3i 

1,875.92 
855.90 


5,533.37 


4,060.05 506 06 




52.918.10 
5,895 50 

"25,004.25 


606.06 


1,01366 

21,097 96 

465 27 

6,765 65 


143,187.50 


33,627 41 8,782.08 




835,655.24 


**.*i3,'67i'62 "4,185.06 


"** '2,175*69 


'*'*2,311.58 


66.174.27 

611,533.48 

3,382 48 








"3,500.00 








782 74 
1,310.00 


110,226.78 












55,433.07 


875.00 












35,838 06 


18,806 76 


ijss^ik 




55,354.71 

8.202.28 

6,000 00 

25 00 


*'*'i,itt7 34 


4,354.63 
1,467.33 




615.555.71 


574.77) 006 11 




815 05 


138,835.04 


786 21 






77,088.40 










325.00 

*56,092"i3 

65109 

123 21 
226.56 




3.846.84 














251,817.78 


41,2f?9.87 


"87.84 


. 149,99274 
5,827.10 


** 17,632.30 


59,075 85 
254.10 


4,743,126.76 
60,441.84 








14,118.01 














39,543.98 
















•2.122.281 80 • 186,004.47 


1 141,514 54 


81,969,048.32 


8 146.95419 


• 562,629 57 


f 227.040.90 


• 59,^,502 06 
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TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



[5D 



TAXES 





ILLINOIS. 


MISSOURI. 


RAILROADS. 


Amount. 


Miles 

of 
road. 


Per 
mile. 


Amount. 


Miles 

of 
road. 


mile. 


Ames & Ooliege 














Albla & OentervlUe 














Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe . 

Boone Valley 

Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern 

Ohicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Ohlcago, Burlington & Kansas Oity 


$"465,658' il 


1,308.10 


355.96 


$"lij,827'.i0 

6 666.96 

35.033.29 

33,838 80 


'*ii8!62 
103.82 
253.47 
174.80 


i08'l4 
64 22 


Kansas bity, Strjoseph & OouncirBluffs 








138 21 


St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 








193.59 


Humeston & Shenandoah 










Ohicairo. Ft. Madison & Des Moines 














Chicago. Iowa & Dakota 














Ohicago Great Western 


43,976 76 
156,576 53 
203,495 33 
265,339.41 


152 54 
317.94 
236 07 
593.97 


288.36 
492.47 
862.01 
446 72 


12.430 49 
19,158 34 
41,03117 


84.46 
140 27 
287.95 


147 18 


Chicago, Milwaukee A St. Paul 

Ohicago, Bock Island & Pacific 

Ohicaso & North- Western 


136 58 
142 49 


Ohicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 








Sioux Oity & Pacific 











•^ 




Orooked Oreek - 




Des Moine*. Northern & Western 














DubuQue & Sioux Oity 














Des Aioines Union 






Iowa Central 


16,086.89 


89 76 


179.02 








Iowa Northern 


' 12,869^12 
379 03 






Keokuk & Western 








69.72184 58 


Des Moines & Kansas Oity 








11.83 


32.04 


Mason Oity & Ft. Dodge 










Minneapolis & St. Louis 










***78.'60 




Omaha & St Louis 








8,261 31 


105.91 


Sioux Citv & Northern 










Tabor & Northern 














Union Pacific* 




**677:40 


3a6!66 


**96>4i".ll 


* '466:20 




Wabash 


221,280.00 


196.3i 


Winona & Western 




NARROW GAnOR ROADA. 

Burlington & Northwestern- 










Burlington & Western 




Total 


$1,372,413 08 


3,375 78 




$278,236.71 


1.81314 





* Missouri river bridge— mileage basis. 
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-32. 



MINNESOTA. 


WI80ONBIN. 


NEBRASKA. 


KANSAS. 


Amount 


Miles 

of 
road. 


Per 
mile. 


Amount. 


Miles 
road. 


Per 

mile. 


Amount. 


Miles 

of 
road. 


Per 
mile. 


Amount. 


Miles 
road. 


Per 

mile. 












































































75.65 




















1 7,034.38 


92.98 








i4g5,178'79 


2,252*.26 


193 22 








t 43,260.83 


259 62 


166.63 






* 

















































































** 145.62 
1,120.09 

"4i4'47 
405 75 


100*52 

180.48 

148' 19 
258.50 





















14,637.16 
202,154.47 

6i,*^!69 


6,506 20 

883 47 

262,319 57 






9 472,660 58 

*"'8%,776 86 
131,306 68 


1,650 71 

1,579 62 
62166 


286 34 

252 45 
211.22 


317 25 
44,440 55 

"54,407' 69 
3;518 33 


■'253!l9 

"274*57 
26 95 


175 52 

198.16 
130 55 


1,124.30 


233^32 


104,884.87 
















































... 














































































































50,01153 
'* * 589 io 


232 02 ^-^ ^ 




















*"ii!3i 


52.08 


























M 


865!24 








***2;463'85 


"siiTO 


27!24 








4,626 97 
























































8443,197 45 


2,51194 




11,002,74412 


3,85199 




• 542,489 58 


2807 53 




• 312,970 07 


1,383.92 
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TWBNriETH ANNUAL REPORr OP THE 



[5D 



TAXES- 





BOUIH DAKOTA. 


MIGHIOAN. 


RAILROADS. 


Amount. 


Miles. 


Per 

mile. 


Amount. 


Miles 


Per 

mile. 


Ames & OoUetre 














Al bla & Oentervllle 














Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Valley 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 

Ohloago, Burlington & Quiacy 

Uhicago, Burlington & Kansas City. 
Kansas City, 8t Jo & Oouncll Bluffs 
8t. Louis. Keokuk &. Northwestern.. 


• "6V46i9'.8i' 
17,805 25 


■"^76* 
10174 


• 7817' 
175 01 








«c39,149 35 


200 53 


• 195 23 



















Humeston & Shenandoah 














Ohlcago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines.... 
Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 















Ohlcago Great Western . 

Ohicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago, Rock laLind & Pacific 

-Chicago & North- Western 


■ldlV950 69 

* 1,593.00 

66,376 62 

9,063.41 


iibi 06 
10619 
74413 

88 20 


92 59 
15 00 
89 20 
102 76 


■ 3 481 80 

e 40,268 53 

47,87441 


'mo8 

376 94 
521.19 


"*33i5 

106 80 

9185 


Uhicairo. tit. Paul. M. & O 




Sioux City & Pacific 




Crooked Creek 















Des Moines, Northern & Western 












DubuQue & Sioux City 












Des Moines Union 

Iowa Central 















To wa Northern 















Keokuk & Western 






Des Moines & Kansas City 










Mason City & Ft. Dodge 














Minneapolis & St. Louis 












Omaha & St. Louis 










■"'7596' 




Sioux City & Northern 


602 21 


7.99 


75 37 







Tabor & North mu 




§§ Dnion Pacific 


* 139,975.06' 


'"430 80 








Wabash 

Winona & Western 


324 93 


14.600 00 


193 66 


NARROW GAUOE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 










1,326 64 




Burlington & Western 












Total 


1843.835 99 


2.662.87 




$145,364 09 





* New York. ** Illinois, Sjuth Dakota, t Lndlana. 9 Ohio, c Colorado. « Oklahoma. 
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Continued— 33. 



OTHSB 8TATMS. 


IOWA. 


TOTAL TAXM. 


Amoant. 


Miles. 


Per 

mile. 


Amount. 


Miles. 


Per 

'mile. 


Amount. 


Miles. 


Per mile. 








1 n72 
1.269.92 
9,552 93 


196 
24 44 
19 86 


• 3666 

5196 

481.00 


9 7172 

1,269.92 

1,173,425 64 


196 

24 44 

4,542.76 


t 36.66 


'•i,'l63,872 7i* 


4,K2'96' 


• asrss' 


51^ 
258.31 








117,730.48 

182,485 67 

6.873.13 

6.720.53 

3,542.33 




960 73 
839 06 

77.74 
57.38 
51.00 

■'"71.00 

26 40 

462 23 

1,553 47 

1,068.67 

1.163.12 

102 05 

80 47 

22 41 
146 64 
573 24 

3.70 

415.72 

693 

73 08 

10017 

92.00 

137.89 

67.00 

77.96 

879 

4.18 

86.70 

23 50 

38 73 
70.70 


122.54 
217.48 

8<»41 
117.12 

69.46 

**■ 49.62* 

5100 

139.20 

14132 

217 66 

187.41 

214 34 

167 92 

59 72 

92 40 

167.97 

1,691.96 

114.01 

104.62 

96 96 

25.15 

8115 

126 20 

14111 

125 32 

15 63 

6,805 24 

124 56 

99.40 

4114 
32 05 


131.234 67 
1,235 239 96 
13.540 06 
41,753 82 
37,38113 

'■"'3,5^,05 

1,346 56 

141,905 58 

1,184,230 86 

860,608.73 

1,059.376.68 

321,535 99 

17,031.45 

1,338 47 

13,550.00 

100,2?9.80 

6,260 25 

63,482,83 

735 01 

19,^.19 

2,898 58 

7,466,14 

67,411.53 

17,715 62 

10,963.60 

137 39 

32,256 87 

527,795 71 

4,800 00 

1,593.36 
2,266.19 


l,m47 

5,700.69 

18156 

310 85 

225.80 

■"7i!66' 

26 40 

844 85 

6,153 83 

3,571.41 

5,030.78 

1,492 23 

107.42 

22 41 

146 64 

590 59 

3.70 

505.48 

693 

142.80 

112 00 
92.00 

369.91 

145.00 

97.28 

879 

474 

1,875 90 

113 20 

38.73 
70.70 


115.47 


88,874 88 


620 74 


62 65 


216.68 
74.56 








134.32 
165.56 
















3,523 05 

1.346.55 

64,343 45 

219,687 18 

232,596 54 

217,983 70 

21,873 34 

13,513.12 

1.33S.47 

13,550 00 

96,289 47 

6,260 25 

47,395.94 

735 01 

7,086 07 

2,519 55 

7,466.14 

17,400.00 

9,454.31 

9,772 29 

137.39 

27,629 90 

10.800.00 

2,336.15 

1,583.36 
2,28619 


49.62 








5100 


•1152 






167.97 


7,380 56 

^34,874 04 

1,608.59 


118 21 
11810 
14 28 


62.27 
295 29 


192.44 
240 97 
210,56 
215 47 








158 55 








59 82 








92.40 


••3,990.33 


26.35 


15L44 


167.25 
1,69196 








125.59 








104 62 








139.74 








25 88 








81.15 








182.24 








122.18 








112 70 








15 63 








6,805.24 
281.35 
43 28 


6 45,399.60 


U4.90 


395.12 








4114 








32.05 










11,195 967.22 


5,535.46 




11,367,144.13 


8,506 98 




•7.104.382 39 


33,778 27 





( Indian Territory. 6§ Missouri river bridge— mileage basis. 
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TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



L5D 



MILEAGE— 





Total mileage 
operated, in- 
cluding yard 
tracks and 
hidinss 


il 

©IS 

ill 


miiSAGB OPBRATBD— 


RAILBOAB8. 


LINE BEPBESBN'D 
BY CAPITAL BT'CK. 


III 


m 




Main 
line. 


Bra'ches 

and 

spurs. 


III 


Ames & College 


198 

5,463 02 

300 

1,324 45 

7,360 89 

236.13 

382 92 

337.59 


53 

77 


1.98 

24.44 

1,595.10 

300 

24182 

830 81 

18156 

189 81 

166.78 








Albla & Oentervllle 

Atchison, Topeka & Sante Fe 


"2,78916 

"**2b4 34 
4,823 52 

""113 60 
59.02 


"120*56 


i4.66 


Boone Valley 




Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern . . . 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 


673.24 


* 46*36 






Kansas Citv, St. Joseph & Council B.... 
St Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern 










Humeston & Shenandoah 






Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 


78 60 

29 57 

1,116.05 

7,866 88 

4,497.46 

7,142 57 

1,934 34 

138.26 

22.41 

159 76 

709 50 

14.70 

600 26 

7.93 

169 22 

124.35 

99 99 

466 60 

167.70 

12134 

979 

§4.74 

2,510.10 

126.26 

55.98 
107.20 


"31.99 

1156 

92.42 

6.13 

.09 

96 


7100 

29 57 

712 84 

6,148.23 

499.62 

1,927.39 

1,422 64 

107.42 

22 41 

146 64 

326 58 

3.70 

373.27 

793 

142 80 

112 00 

94.77 

26164 

145 00 

96 00 

8 79 

4 74 

1,570 00 

113.20 

38.73 
70.70 








Chicago, lowH & Dakota 








Chlcairo Great Western 


132 01 

"2,38108 
1,854.90 






Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


" 1,1*88*47 




Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific 


352.66 


Chicago & North- Western 


60.02 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Sioux City & Pacific 










Crooked Creek. 


328 






Des Moines, Northern & Western 






Dubuque & Sioux City 


273.01 
""129.64 






Des Moines Union 






Iowa Central 




2.75 


Iowa Nortiiern 






Keokuk & Western 








Des Moines & Kansas City 


5.22 

97.12 






Mason City & Ft. Dodge 






Minnenolis & St. Louis 






Omaha ft St- Louis t-^ tr,T,.r... . 






Sioux City & Northern 


i.28 


Tabor & Northern 








Union Pacific 


'""24.00 






Wabash 




211.00 


Winona A Western 






NABBOW OAUOE ROADS. 

Burlinffton & Northwestern 








Burlington & Western 

















Total 


43,415 98 


144 45 


17,692 91 


12,889.90 


1,982.27 


688 49 



SMlssourl river bridge. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



218 



Entire line— 36. 



8IKOIA TRACK. 


MIIiSAOS OWNBD BT GOMPANT MAKING BB- 
POBT (SINGLS T&AOK). 


BAILB. 


1 M Q 

S'O® 


111 


Total mile- 
age exclud- 
ing track- 
age rights. 


Line oper- 
ated under 
trackage 
rights. 


Miles Of 
iron. 




lilNlVBSPBESSN'D 
BT CAPITAL ST'GK. 


Line of 
proprie- 
tary com- 
panies. 


New line 
construct- 
ed during 
year. 


6 


Miles of 
steel. 


sll 

3-0 


Main 
line. 


Bra'ches 

and 

spurs. 






1.98 

24.44 

4,519 42 

3 00 

1,125 08 

5,700.69 

18156 

303.41 

225 80 




1.96 
24.44 
1,59510 
3.00 
24182 
830.81 
18156 
189 81 
166.78 








1.88 

24.44 

4,405.35 

3.00 

446.16 

5,654 33 

18156 

310.85 

225.80 




1.98 






28'34 

UdQ 

159.01 

39 39 

609 

1177 








"" 272182 


24 44 






2,81025 






4,132.58 










5 68 


204 34 
4,823.52 

"■"12104 
59.02 






""488.13 
27.82 
3160 
31.82 


44616 








5,166 20 
153 74 
















27925 










193 98 
















71.00 

29 57 

844.85 

6,191.00 

8.233.36 

5,030 78 

1,422.64 

107.42 

25 69 

146 64 

599 59 

3.70 

505 48 

793 

14280 

112 00 
99 99 

358.76 

145.00 

97.28 

8.79 

4.74 

1,874 90 

113 20 

38 73 
70.70 


87 ie 

308 
338.05 

6(5.59 


71.66 

29 57 

712.84 

6,148 23 

499.62 

1,927 39 

1,422 64 

107 42 

22 41 

146 64 

326 58 

3 70 

373.27 

7.93 

142 SO 

112 00 

94.77 

274 73 

145 00 

96.00 

8.79 

4.74 

1,570.00 

113.20 

38 73 
70.70 








71.00 

29.57 

844.85 

6,148.23 

2,880.70 

3,782 29 

1,422 64 

107.42 

25.69 

146 64 

599 59 

3.70 

502.91 

793 

142 80 

112 00 
99.99 

37185 

145 00 

96 00 

8.79 

4 74 

1,594.00 

113 20 

38.73 
70 70 




71.00 




















132 01 

2,381 08 
1,854.90 






""6^*84 
88 56 
144.76 
115 73 

4 87 
8.08 


844.85 




42.77 




3.05 


5,515 39 
2,79214 
3,637.53 
1,306 91 
102 55 
































212 

3.50 

5.17 


828 

* 273.01 

""129 64 






17.61 










146.64 








599 59 








3.70 










3.96 


496.94 












.... 








40.00 

.97 


142 80 










72.00 








5.22 
97.12 






99 02 






1115 






37185 












145 00 
















96.00 






"'■* 104.70 








4.79 


400 














09.90 




24 00 








1,594.00 








113 20 






13.76 
33 50 








15.95 
62 70 


22.78 












800 














75.58 


42.77 


33,371.92 


922.77 


17,706 00 


12,918.43 




3 05 


30.624 43 


1.975.40 


28,603.78 
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EMPLOYES AND SA.LAlRIES— 





TOTAIi, INOLUDINQ OVN- 
ERAIi OFFIOBRS— IOWA. 


TOTAIi, BXOIiUDINO QEN- 
■RAIi OFFIOBR8— IOWA. 


RAHiBOADB. 


1 


311 • 


is 


1 




"Si 

Pi 


Ames & Oollese 


4 

89 

773 

7 

2,616 

3,600 

117 

108 

98 


t 1,889.70 

8,602.26 

446,903 76 

■*l,4(»;443*i9 

1,837,218.59 

67,506.60 

45 680 80 

49,787.40 


11.29 
132 
213 

177 
1.58 
1 73 
1.28 
1.56 


4 

39 

773 

7 

2,612 

3,485 

117 

108 

98 


% 1,889 70 

8,692 26 

455,903.76 

**i.39b*,143'.19 

1,803,718.75 

67,506.60 

45,580 80 

49,787.40 


$ 1.29 


Albia & OentervlUe 


1.32 


Atchison. ToDeka & Santa F© 


2.13 


Boone Valley 




Burlington, Oedar Baplds & Northern 

Ohicago, Burlington & Qulncy 

Uhlcairo. Burlmflrton & Kansas Oity 


1.74 
1.56 
1.73 


Kansas Oity, St. Joseph & Council Bluffs. .. 
St. liOuis. Keokuk & Northwestern 


1.28 
1.56 


Humeston & Shenandoah 




Ohicaso. Ft. Madison & Des Moines 


68 

29 

1,583 

4,869 

2,673 

4,183 

281 

539 

14 

233 

1,773 

161 

1,041 

12 

300 

489 

213 

248 

129 

235 

15 


39,079.93 

13,019.99 

974,056 85 

2,990.760.31 

1,558,962 24 

2,570,774 89 

186,041.62 

309,696 27 

8,139.47 

141,964 67 

1,026.437.03 

79.590 54 

505,530.38 

6,547.50 

123,841 66 

100,126.65 

59,880.32 

172,534.96 

72,816.26 

116,557.75 

3,252 37 


1.66 
1.29 
1.79 
1.96 
194 
1.96 
212 
1.84 
2.05 
1.83 
1.90 
1.57 
1.91 
1.60 
1.75 
134 
1.67 
215 
1.95 
1.99 


65 

27 

tl,581 

4,861 

2,573 

4,181 

281 

539 

11 

226 

1,761 

159 

1,025 

11 

293 

489 

209 

242 

124 

229 

9 


35,088 39 

11,124 99 

971,356 85 

2.935,198.35 

1,558,962.24 

2,564174.89 

186,041 62 

309,696 27 

4.501 47 

122,164.67 

996,679.40 

.76,790.54 

461.863 86 

5,947.50 

111,941 74 

100,126 65 

53,837.02 

148,008 96 

65,318 26 

106.907 75 

3,252.37 


1.56 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


1.19 


Chicago Great Western 

Chi(;ago, Milwaukee & St. Paul • 


1.79 
1.92 


OhicaGTO. Rock Island & Pacific 


1.94 


Chi 'ago & North-western 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha... 
Sioux Oity & Pacific 


1.96 
2.12 

184 


Crooked Creek 


1.47 


Des Moines, Northern & Western 


1.62 


Duouaue & Sioux Citv 


1.86 


Des tf oines Union 


1.53 


Iowa Central 


1.78 


Iowa Northern 




Keokuk & Western 

Den Moines & Kansas City 


1.64 
1.34 


Ma8«"nCity & N't. Dodge 


156 


Minneapolis & St Louis 


1.90 


Omaha & St. Louis 


1 79 


Sioux City & Northern 


1.99 


Tabor & Northern 




Union Pacific .' 




Wabash 


181 
89 

83 
88 


117,872 98 
16,415.39 

41.553.23 
46,043 93 


2.07 
194 

1.72 
180 


180 
85 

81 
86 


114,092.99 
15,375.39 

40,073.73 
43 973.43 




Winona & Western 


1.88 


NARROW GAUGE ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 


1.68 


Burlington & Western .■ 


1.74 






Total 


26,690 


• 15,157.519.49 




26,571 


$14,865,72179 



* Mileage basis, t Less one " other officer " at a salary of $2,700 
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IOWA— Continued— 41. 



DISTRIBUTION. 
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BBAIi OFFIGBRS. 


ll 


i 




73© 
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III 
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ifi 


II 
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|8l 


ill 


a 
1 


jil 






..,., 




4 


% 1,889 70 


$1.29 


4 


t 1,889 70 


$1.39 




• 6,648.93 




1 2,043 33 


39 


8,693.36 


13:^ 


39 


8,693.36 


1.33 


% 10,508.28 


50,297.28 


i 160,370.40 


334,727.80 


18,459 
2,979 


10,130.853.00 


2.01 


18,407 


9,803,663.64 


1.95 


119,010.65 


411,570.78 


279,721.01 


599,140 75 


1.637,863.97 


179 


2,975 


1,618,562.97 


1.77 


63,895 84 


421,947.73 


453,672.01 


897,703 01 


16.944 


10,454,113 6S 


185 


16,799 


9,909,005.46 


1.77 




15,288 00 




53,218 60 


245 


128,504.43 


1 5H 


244 


124,816.68 


1.54 




23,644.80 
12,405.60 

'"i4;854!89 


9.675 00 
14,0?7.80 


12 26100 
23.304.00 


1,362 
1,164 


803,3U03 
682,917.41 


181 

1.77 


1.353 
1,157 


773,099.43 
663,461.16 


1.75 




1.73 






6,075.33 


3.586.39 


14,563 33 


68 


39.079.93 


166 


65 


^,088.39 


156 


1,895.00 


4.276.07 


1,080.00 


5,768 92 


29 


13,019 99 


1.29 


27 


11,124.99 


1.19 


2,700.00 


268,U3.89 


210,153 03 


493089.93 


3.297 


2,113,433.92 


187 


3,286 


2,050,633.02 


183 


59,848.12 


693.037.46 


434,890.03 


1,702,984.70 


18,727 


11,502.924 27 


1.96 


18,696 


11,289,234.43 


1.93 




425,195.28 


343.730.68 


890,036 28 


9,915 


6,330,700 00 


2.01 


9.906 


6,335,000.06 


201 


16,133.32 


607,406.29 


232.003.11 


1,715,230.17 


23,765 


13,377,379.83 


198 


22,747 


13,318,307.84 


196 










4,252 


3,833,956.19 


2.11 


4,326 


3,710.655.05 


2 04 


41,840.03 


98.964.03 


168,892.21 




796 


337,393 98 


1.79 


779 


333,355.14 


1.81 


3,638.00 


1,869.15 




2,632 32 


14 


8,139.47 


2.05 


11 


4,501.47 


1.47 


27,471.96 


61,085.52 




53,407.19 


233 


141,964.67 


1.83 


226 


133,164 67 


162 


84,767.38 


204,573.05 


220,794 87 


516,301 73 


1,803 


1,040,837.03 


1.89 


1,791 


1,031,079.40 


1.87 


3,940 00 


8,125 17 


9,474 2t 


58.051 16 


161 


79,590.54 


1.57 


159 


76,790.54 


1.53 


71,470.72 


105,632.32 


108,860.34 


209.567.00 


1,293 


636 531.17 


1.90 


1,281 


601,364.65 


1.81 


600.00 


2.887.50 




3,060.00 


12 


6,547 50 


1.60 


11 


5.947 50 




16,906.88 


28,583.81 


37,713.70 


40,639.27 


459 


180.983 47 


1.69 


452 


169.063 55 


1.61 


3,337.64 


'61,698.88 


6,964.90 


28,125 23 


531 


106.174.11 


1.33 


531 


106,174.11 


1.33 


8,300.51 


21,980.09 


10,656.84 


18,942.88 


213 


59,880 33 


167 


209 


53,837.. 02 


1.56 


37,706 11 


50,232.15 


10,845 70 


73,75100 


1,109 


744.768 56 


3.14 


1,092 


679,364 56 


1 98 


11,195.02 


22,802.40 


2,280.00 


36,558.84 


294 


175,938.53 


1.99 


289 


159.638.53 


1.84 


23,587.75 


37,140.65 


20,022.50 


46,806.85 


360 
15 


135,085 60 
3,362.37 


1.93 


254 
9 


115,435.60 
3,153 37 


1.84 












9,412.71 


19,926.59 


21,829.64 


66,704 04 














1,316 00 


6,229.90 


2,269.96 


6,599.53 


157 


82,076.72 


1.94 


153 


76,876.76 


1.88 


4,034.06 


14,385 80 


12,095.65 


11,047.72 


83 


41,563.23 


172 


81 


40,073.73 


1.68 


5.634 09 


18,506 34 




21,903 50 


88 


46,013 93 


180 


86 


43,973.43 


1.74 


9 744 215 39 


13,709.311 35 


I2.675.63S 98 


17.837170 08 


107,769 


$63 854,298 79 


.... 


107,345 


$61,064.839 03 
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Ames & College 

Albla&CentervlUe 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Boone Valley 
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Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
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Kansas Cltv. St. Jo. /k. nnimnll mnflPfl 
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NARROW OAUOB ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 

Burlington & Western 
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SIONIBS. 


1 


nrspiio- 

TOR8,BX- 

PBBT8, 

BTO. 


AOOOUH- 

TANTS, 

8TATJ8- 

TI0IAN8, 

STO. 


8TBNOG- 

BA- 
PHBB8. 


GLBBKS. 


OTHBB 

BM- 
PLOYB8. 


Total salaries. 




1 




1 

a 


4 

III 


1 
a 


111 

Eh 


1 

E 


Hi 


•4 

1 

2S 


4 


I. 

Q 
S5 


111 


New York 

Massachusetts * , , , . ^ « « . - 


3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
1 
3 
3 
1 
1 


I24.0QO 
11.000 
10,500 
6,600 
9,000 
12 000 
3.000 
9,000 
7,500 
9.000 
6,000 
5,700 
7,500 
6,000 
6,500 
6,000 
6,700 
6,000 
3,000 
4,500 
4,000 
2,500 
1,000 


f 6,000 
2500 
1,500 
1,500 
1,800 
1,800 
1,750 
1.500 
1,500 
1,800 
1.800 
1.200 
1,200 
900 
1,500 


2 
3 
1 


I 6,000 
4,500 
2,500 


1 

1 


9 1.800 
2,500 


2 


I 3,100 


3 


$ 4,500 
1,200 
1,500 
1,000 
1,500 
1,500 


2 

2 

1 


f 3500 

3,288 
720 


f 48,900 
22,488 


Illinois 


16 720 


Ii)wa 




* 




* 


9.100 


Minnesota 


4 


"8,712 


'i 


"2,700 




1,200 


2 
2 
2 
1 

*i 


600 
1,104 
1,200 

600 

' *"306 


12,300 


Texas 

Wisconsin 


28.512 
5,854 


Missouri 


















11,700 


Kansas 
















1,200 


10.800 


Oonnecticut 














10,800 


North Carolina 
















1,000 


9,100 


South Oarolina 














6,900 


Georsla 






















8,700 


Mississippi 






















6.900 


Maine 
















1,500 




900 


10,400 


Nebraska 












800 


6,800 


New HamDShire 




















6,700 


Tennessee 


1.500 

2,000 
800 

"*1200 






















7,500 


Ohio 


2 


8,000 












8,600 
720 






11,600 


South Dakota 














6,020 


Vermont 


















4,000 


Virginia 

Rhode Island 






















3.700 






















1,000 


Kentucky...'. 


3 


6000 


1,200 



















1 


120 


7.8S0 



* See clerk, t See traveling expenses. ^•Exclusive of printing annual report. 
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—SALARIES AND EXPENSES.! 
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S 


1 

an 


n 

i 

1 


1 


j 


1 


1 

h 

u 

5^ 


1 

s 

1 


s 

1 

s 

i 


il 


i! 


1,982.00 
499 94 


I 62603 

346 97 

2,200.00 

667 04 

65 00 

725 00 

25.00 

*""l9718 
600 00 
85.00 


9 

76.45 

"62.20 
38.81 

"836;34 


$306.26 
135.00 

■'i45'68 
300.00 
300.00 
U8.00 
110.00 
200.00 
50.00 
260.00 


• 

" 'ai!67 

15.09 

'"l6 20 
40.00 
33 85 
40 00 
40.00 


$500.66 
101.06 

255^18 
260 

12 00 
215.00 
n7.59 
175.00 


9 


9 1,000.00 


* 3,788.66 
4,280 00 
34 65 
582.40 
248 00 
146 20 
72.97 


9 4,42504 

4,942 06 

. 6,480.00 

1,410 42 

2,515 79 

2,248 00 

1,317 40 

1,053.72 

1,664.86 

923 20 

810 00 

740 00 

172 37 

1,060 00 

3200 00 

653 75 

500 00 

4,000 00 

3,200.00 

4,600.00 


9 53,325.04 
27,430.08 


■"'a4.oo 

259 23 
975.00 


V.'".','.' 

10126 


■ "1,15156 


23.200 00 
10,510 42 
14.815 79 
30,760.00 


1000.00 






7,171.40 


615 75 
179.95 


*' 58!20 




12,753.72 
12,364 86 
11.723.80 


dob 66 


126.00 


100.00 
740.00 


9,910 00 








7,640.00 






39 38 
855.00 


124 00 
200.00 

"250 00 


8.69 


.30 






8,872.37 




860 00 








7,960.00 












3,200.00 


18.600 00 


8.60 


40.15 










7,453.75 












500.00 


7,200.00 
11,500.00 
14.800 00 
















8,000 00 


1,000.00 




800.00 










""'700 00 


1,400.00 








8,500.00 


10,620.00 
4,000 00 
5,200 00 
1,08100 
































1,500.00 


1,500 00 

21.00 

956.67 




600 
68.27 










15.00 





481.15 




"146 35 


19 661 96.7i 


8,236.67 
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CONDENSED RETURNS OF RAILWAY COMPANIES. 



AMES & COLLEGE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMB. 


TBBMINAL8. 


P 




FBOM— 


TO— 


A.me8 & College 


Ames. 


College. 


1.98 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAMI. 


iiOOATiON OF orrioi. 


Oh airman of the Board... 


W.M.Greeley 


Ames. Iowa. 


President. . .• 


W. M. Greeley 


Ame^, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


E. W. Stanton 


Ames. Iowa. 


Secretary 

Treasurpr.r - r r- 


M. K.Smith 


Ames, Iowa. 


M. E. Rmith 


Ames, Iowa. 


General Manager 


M.K.Smith 


Ames, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMIDS OF DIRBOTORS. 


POSTOFFICB ADDBB8S. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


W.M.Greeley 


Ames, Iowa 


January 9, 1898. 


E. W. Stanton 


Ames, Iowa. . : 


January 9, 1898. 
January 9, 1898. 
January 9, 1898. 
January 9, 1898. 
January 9, 1898. 
January 9, 1898. 


M. K Smith 


Ames, Iowa ; 

Ames, Iowa 


J L. Budd 


M. Stalker 


Ame^, Iowa 


0. F. Ourtiss 


Ames, Iowa 


Hon. James Wilson 


Washington, D. 0.. 



ALBIA & CENTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


©rd 

in 
III 


111 




FROM— 


TO— 




Mainline 

•" 


Albia, Iowa 


Oenterville,Iowa 


24.44 


U.U 
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ALBIA & OENTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY— CONTINUED. 

OPFIOERB. 



TITLE. 


NAMB. 


LOCATTON or OFFICE, 


Chairman of the Board 

President 

Vice-President 


P.M.Dr»ke.. 

P.M. r»rake 

Russell SaFO 


T>es Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Tow a. 
New Yo-k. N. Y. 


Secretnry and Assistant Treasurer 

Treasurer 

Auditor 


T. J. WaRson '.. 

Ruftsell Saffe 

T.J. Wasson 

L. M. Marttn 

n.W. McMeekin 

0. W. Huntington 

B. G. F>*llls 


Marshnllt. wn, Iowa. 
New York. N. Y. 
Marshall town, Iowa. 


Qeneral Manaflrer. 


Marshall town. Tow a. 


Ohlef Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Genernl Freight Agent 


Marshall town, Iowa. 
Marshalltown, Iowa. 
Marshal I town, Iowa. 


E. 0. Palmer 

ThoB. P. Barry . . 


Marshalltown, Iowa. 


General Passenger Agent 


MarBhalltown. Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIBEGT0R8. 


PO8TOFFI0E ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


Russell Saee 


New York 


September 3, 1897. 


O.W.Osborne 


New York 


September 3, 1897i 


B. 0. Osborn 


New York 


September 3, 1897. 
September 3, 1897. 


J. J. Slocum 


New York . 


F.M.Drake 


Des Moines, Iowa 


September 3, 1897. 



ATCHISON, TOPFKA & SANTA PE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock ] g ^f^^S^^i^S'^^a ,p^„. 

Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 
Line operated under lease for specified sum. 
Line operated under trackage rights. 









©rrt 

c 5 


Ss? 






TEBMTNAI.8. 


^A . 


=ls 




NAME. 




m 

ffi (^ 2 


lU 






. 






FROM— 


TO— 


r^ 


is-o 


1. 


oMatn Line— 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe R'y.Oo . .. 


Chicago (Elsdon 
Junction) 


New Mexico and 








b Branches and Spurs— 




Tex. state line. 


♦1505.10 






Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe R*y Oo . .. 


Ancona, 111 


Pekin, 111 


t 52.40 








La Junta. Ool.... 


Denver, Ool 


191.40 








Newton, Ean 


PuTcell, I T 

I.T. andTex.line 


833 80 








HoUlday, Kan... 
No. Lexint'n,Mo. 


442.83 








Winthrop. Mo.. 
Topeka Kan . 


197.56 








Atchison, Kan .. 


50.54 








Wilder, Kan 


Hawthorne, Kan 


4A.19 








Lawrence, Kan . 


No. Ottawa, Kan 


26.24 








No. Ottawa, Kan 


Emporia, Kan... 


56.42 








OsaKeOity.Kan. 
Burl. Jc. Kan... 


Quenemo, Kan.. 
Gridley, Kan .. 


2041 








62.74 








Colony, Kan 


Yates Center... 


25.27 








Chanute,Kan.... 


Pittsburg, Kan.. 
roffeyTine. Kan. 
Longton, Kan... 
Madison Jc .Kan 


61.08 








Cherry Vale. Kan 


18.09 








Chanute, Kan... 


44.64 








Benedict, Kan... 


41.11 








Independence... 


Cedar Vale,Kan. 


66.88 








Bmporia. Kan... 


Moline. Kan 


84.38 








Ellinor, Kan. 


Basar, Kan.... 


10.00 





♦Exclusive of 6.44 miles of rented track between Big Blue Junction and Kansas City, Mo 
t Exclusive of 8.91 miles of rented track from Streator Junctioikto Pekin Junction. 
$ Including branch to Lake Contrary, 1.69 miles. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



249 



ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PEOPBRTY OPERATED— OONTINUBD. 



NAMS. 


TBRMINAIiS. 


11 


111 




TAOM— 


TO— 


2'd 
8*2 
IS? 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Pe R'y Oo. . . . 


Gladstone, Kan 
A bllene, Kan .... 
Manchest^ r«Kan 
Florence, K-in... 
^UKust'i, Kan... 
Mulvaue, Ka'>... 
Wellington, Kan 
\ttir*a, Kan. . 
Muivane, Kan... 
Florence, Kan .. 
Littie River, Kan 
Hutchlnson.Kan 
Great Bend, Kan 
Larncd Kan ... 
So. Pueb.o. Ool.. 
Dilon, N.M. 
Las Vegas, N.M 
Lamy, N M 

SocrcsN.M 

Bincori, N M... 
"^u.t, N. M. 
Demiog, N. M.... 

Indian Ter. and 
Tex. state line. 

New Mexico and 
Tex. state line. 

Neb. state line.. 
Terin.iai hl'ago 
Term. In Chicago 
Streator Jet., III. 
Big Blue Jet., Mo 

Whitewater,N.M 


Neb. State line... 
Salina. Kan .... 
Barnard. Kan . . . 
Winfleld, Kan.... 
Mulvane, Kan... 
Caldwell, Kan... 
Hui>newell. Kan 
Med Lodge. Kan 
Englewood. Kan. 
Elltnwood. Kan. 
Holy rood. Kan.. 
Kinsley. Kan.... 
Scott City. Kan. 
Jetmore, Kan . . . 
Oanon City. Ool . 
Rlossburg, N M 
Hot 8pringH,N M 
Santa tf e, N M . 
Magdalena, N.M 
Demins, N. M. .. 
Lak*-Valley,N.M 
Silver city, N M 

Pan HandleOity, 
Texas 

El Paso, Tex. . . 

Superior, Neb.... 

Pekin Jet, 111 . 
Kansas City, Mo 

San Jose, N.M... 


162.88 
22.3(1 
43.0B 
78 73 
S0.80 
42.56 
18.41 
21 26 

166 28 
$W.84 
30.27 
84 43 

120 39 
46.80 
47.36 
5.93 
8.27 
18 30 
30 98 
54.44 
13.31 
48 30 


4,384.26 


8. Sou. Kansas Railway Oo. of Texas 

Rio Grande & El Paso railroad 


100.41 
20.16 




120.56 

23.34 
14.60 


5. Fremont, Elkhorn & Mo.Valley railroad 
Ohicago & G T. Junction railroad. . . 
Ohicago & Western Indiana railroad.. . . 

Toledo. Peoria & Western railway 

Kansas Oity Beit railway 

3. B. O.&N. railway 


2.63 
a.62 
484 
6.91 
6.44 






Total 


4,642.76 



Proportion for Iowa, 19.86 miles; includes .10 mile Mississippi river bridge. 
Average miles operated during year, 4,531 81, entire line. 

OFFICERS. 



TITIiS. 


NAMS. 


LOCATION or OFFIOB. 


Chairman of the Board 


Aldace F. Walker 


New York. N. Y. 


President. ... 


E.P.Ripley 


Ohicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Topeka, Kan. 
New York, NY. 


Third Vice-President 


Paul Morton 


Assistant to the President 


n. M. Higginson 

E Wilder. 

L. n. Demirg 

H. W. Gardiner 


Secretarv and. Treasurer 


Assistant Secretary 


Assistant Treasurer 


New Y()rk, N. Y. 


General Counsel 


Vic to*- Morawetz 

E. D. Kenna 


New York, N. Y. 


General Solicitor 


Ohicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 


Oomptroller 


J P. Whitehead , 


General Auditor 

Auditor of Disbursements 


.fl. 0. Whitehead 

I.S Lauck 


Chicago, 111. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Tf peka, Kan. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Topeka, Kan. 


Auditor of Freight Receipts 


0. S. Sutton 


Auditor of Passenger Receipts... 
General Manaser '. 


CM Atwooi 

J. .7. Frey 

James Dun 

H. U. Mudge 


Ohief Engineer 


General buperlntendent . 

Superintenaent of Machinery 


John Player 
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ATCHISON, TOPEKA A SANTA PE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
OFFIOBBS— OOKTiauaD. 



[6D 



TITLa. 


NAMS. 


LOCATION or OFFIOS. 


Buperint6iident Car BerTlce 


0. W. Koans 


Topeka, Kan. 


BuDerlntendent of TeleffraDh . . . 


O.G.Bholes 


Topekaj Kan. 


General Olaim Affent 


0. W.Byus 


Topeka, Kan. 
Ohicago, 111. 


Freight Traffic Manager 


W. B. Btddle 


Assistant Freight Traffic Manager 


W. V. Blssell 


Ohicago, 111. 


General Freight Agent. . 

Assistant General Freight Agent. . 
Assistant General Freight Agent.. 

Passenger Traffic Manager 

Gtonera^ Passenger \gent 


F.O.Gay 


Topeka, Kan. 


O. B. Hndson 


Ohicago, 111. 


J E. Gtorman 


W. F.White 

W.J Black 


Ohicago, ill. 
Topeka, Kan. 

Chicago, 111 


Ass*t General Passenger Agent.... 
General Baggage Agent 


0. A.Higgins 

P. Walsh 


General Purchasing Agent 


W. E. Hodges 


Land Oommissioner 


J.lc.Frost 


Topeka, Ktin. 


Tax Oommissioner 


E. T. OartUdge 


Topeka, Kan. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMBS OF DIRSOTOBS. 


POSTOITIOB ADDBB88. 


DAT* OF BXPIBA- 
TION C»F TMRU. 


A.F.Walker 


NewYork.N. Y 


December 9. 1897. 


E. P. Ripley 


Ohicago, ill 


December 9, 1897. 
December 9, 1897. 
December 9, 1897. 


B.J. Berwind 


New York, N. Y 


H. K. Duval 


New York, N. Y 


T. P. Fowler 


New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 


December 9, 1897. 
December 9, 1897. 


E. N. Gibbs 


G. G. Haven 


New York, N. Y 


December 9. 1897. 


R. S. Bayes 


New York,N Y 

New York, N. Y 

Boston, Mass 


December 9, 1^. 


V . M< trawetz 


December 9, 1897. 


B. P. Oheney 


December 9, 1897. 


G. A. Nlckerson 


Boston, Mass 

Bost' in. Mass 


December f, 1897. 


William notch 


December 9, 1897. 


O.B.GIeed . 


ToDeka, Kan 


December 9, 1897. 


0. K. Holllday 


Topeka, Kan 


December 9, 1897. 
December 9, 1897. 


T. A. Osborn. 


Topeka, Kan 



BOONE VALLEY COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMB. 


TIRMINALS. 


^o 




FROM— 


TO— 


Boone Valley Ooal and Railway Oo . 


Fraser, Iowa 


Fraser lo , Iowa. 


a 



OFFIOEEIS. 



TITLB. 


NAMB. 


LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 


President... .-.. 


Hamilton Brown 


t^oone, low A. 


First Vice-President and Treas . . . 
Secretary 


8. T. Meservey 

William A Kelly 


Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fraser, Iowa. 


General Manager 


O. M. Oarpent(»r 


Fraser, Iowa. 
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BOONE VALLEY COAL & RAILWAY COMPANY— CONTINUED. 

ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES or DIRBOTOBS. 


posTorrioB addbiss. 


DATS or IXPIBA- 
TION or TSRM. 


Hamilton Brown 


Boone, Iowa 


May, 1898. 


Norman D. B*raser 


ohicaffo. Ill .' 


May. 1808. 


David B. Eraser 


Chicago, 111 

Port • 'Odge, Iowa 


May, 1808. 
May, 1808. 
May. 1886. 


8. T. Meservey 


0. M. Carpenter 


Fraser, Iowa. 



BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. BallroadllnerepresentedbycapitalstocklJ^a^nUne.^^^^^^^^^ 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 

4. Line operated under contract, or where the rental is contingent upon earnings or other 
considerations. 

5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 


TIBMINATi8. 


III 


in 




FROM— 


TO— 


L BurUngton, Ced. Bap. & Northern Ry.— 
a Main line. 
h Milwaukee division 


Burlington, Iowa 
Linn Jet, Iowa.. 
Mus -atine, Iowa. 
Vinton, Iowa 
Near Bennett, la. 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
Thornburg,Iowa 
Holland, Iowa. . . 
Dows, Iowa — 
Garner. Iowa 
Ellsworth, Minn. 
Lake Park, Iowa 
Trosky. Minn.... 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
Near PI ^to, Iowa 
Postvllle Jet.. la 
Near Wins iow,Ia 
Waverly Jet , la. 


Albert Lea, Minn 
Postvllle, Iowa.. 
Riverside, towa. 
Holland, Iowa... 
Davenport, Iowa 
What Cheer, la.. 
Montezuma, la.. 
Watertown, S, D. 

Armstrong 

Madison Jet., Ta. 
Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Worthington, la. 
Jasper, Minn.... 
Clinton, Iowa... 
Quarry, Iowa . . 
Decorah, Iowa . . 
Waverly, Iowa.. 
North wood, la . . 


"w.i3* 

30 58 
48.12 
31.61 
67.22 
16.61 

■ 91*28' 

6.42 
42.49 
17 65 

9.]8 
79 20 

2.74 
23 30 

6.68 
11.39 


241.82 


Muscatine division 




Pacific division 


172.83 


Davenport division 

& Iowa City & Western railway 


3151 


b Montezuma branch 

8. Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls & N. W. Ry . . . 
b Dows exLension 


73.02 
327.98 


Hay field branch. 

Sioux Falls extension 




LakePark 

Trosky 

S. Cedar Ranlds & Clinton railwav 


167.00 


Z> Quarry line 

8. Chicago, Decorah & Minnesota Ry . .^ . . 

4. Waverly Short line 

5. Iowa Central railway 


8104 
23.30 
6.68 
11.39 






Total. 




1.186.47 



a Length of main line is 253.21 miles, including the 11.39 miles from Manlv Junction to 
North wood, leased from the Iowa Central Railway company: these dedu aed from the 263 21 
leaves 241.82 miles owned by the Burlington, Cedar aapids & Northern Railway company. 
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BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS & NORTHERN RY CO— Continued. 

OPFIOER8. 



TITLS. 


NAM«. 


LOCATION ov omoi. 


OhaiTinan of the Board 


R. R Oible 


Chicago, 111. 
Cedar Kapids, Iowa. 


President.. .. 


O.J.Ives. 


First Vice-President 


Robert Williams 

8.8 Oorwart 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Cedar Riptds, Iowa. 
New York. N Y- 


Secretary 


Treasurer 


H. H Holllster 


Assistant Treasurer 


8. S- Dorwart 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


General Solicitor 


S.R.Tracy ...' ". ... 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


Auditor 


J. 0. Brofksmit. 


Ticket Auditor 


Georire ^) Gelfellan 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


Chief En Kioeer 

General Superintendent 


H. P. WhHe 


Kobert Williams 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


Superintendent 


GQorge A. Goodell 


Assistant Superintendent 


P. A. Murnhv 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Esthervilie, iowa. 


DlTlsion Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General fi*reight Agent 


W. P. Ward 


T.S. Soaford 

T. H. Simmons 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 


General Passenger Agent 


J. Morton 


Oedar Rapids, I »wa. 
Cedar Kapids, (owa. 
C«>dar Rapids, Iowa. 


General Ticket Agent 


J.Morton 

J. Morton 


General Baggage A.geat 



ORGANIZ ^TION. 



NAMTS or DIRBOTOB8. 


POSTOFTICB ADDBBB8. 


DATE OF EXPIBA- 
TION OF TBRM. 


J. C. Peasley 


Chicaaro. III. 


May, 1898. 
May, 1898. 


J W. Blythe 


B urli i> gton, Iowa 


W. G. Pur<iy 


Chlcaso. Ill 


May, 1898. 
May, 1898. 
May, 1899. 
May, 1999. 
May, 1899. 
May, 1899. 
May, 1899. 
May, 1900. 
May, 1900. 
May, 1900. 
May. 1900. 


W. H. Trunsdale 


ChicafiTO. Ill ... 


R. R. oable 


ChlcaiFo. 11 


0. P. Squire. 


Burlinflrton. Iowa 


livman Cook 


Burlinartoo. Iowa.. 


F.H.Greggs 

A. Kimball 


DaTenoort. Iowa 


DavenDort Iowa ... 


George W. Cable 


Davenport, Iowa 


Thomas Hedge 


Burlinffton. Iowa.. 


J.'Carskadden 


Muscatine. Iowa 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa 


C.J.lTes 
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CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD COMPANY— CONTINUED 

OFFI0EB8. 



TITLB. 


NAMM. 


LOCATION or OKFIOa. 


Oliftif maiii of th© Board 


J. M. Forbes 


Boston. Mass. 


President 


0. E. Perkins 


Burlington, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


J. 0. Peasley 


uhicago, III. 


Second Vice-President 


Georsre d. Harris 


Ohicago, 111. 


Secretary 

Treasurer 


T. S. Howland 


Boston, aiass. 


J. o. iVasley *. 


Ohicago, 111. 


Qeneral Solicitor 


J. W. Blythe 


Burlington, Iowa. 


Anditor-General 


0. I. Sturarls 


Ohicago, 111. 


General M auager 


W.O.Brown 

E.J Blake 


Chicago, 11. 


Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent Iowa Lines 

Division Superintendents 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Frelsht A.irent 


Onlcago, 111. 


J D. Besler 


Ohicago, 111. 


0. a Levey 


Burlington. Iowa. 


O. E. Stewart. 


Ottumwa. Iowa. 


J. H. DugRan 


Ores ton, Iowa. 


W. W Ryder 

Thomas Miller 


Chicago, 111. 
Ohicago, 111. 


Assistant General Freight Agts. . ■{ 
General Passenger Agent 


W B. Bambiin 

E. R Puflfer 

P.8. Eustls 

E. A.Sadd 

W.W.Baldwin -.. 


Chicago, 111. 
Ohicago, 111. 
ChlcaKO, 111. 


General Ba&r&raflre Asent 


Ohicago, 111. 


Land Oommissloner 


Burlington, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIBBOTORS. 


POBl OFFICE ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


John Of Forbes 


Boston, Mass 


November 3, 1897. 


John N. \. Grlswold 


New York, N.Y 

Boston. Mass 


November 8, 1897. 


B. T. Paynpt 8d '. 


November 3, 1807. 


Charles E Perkins 


Burlingtoo, Iowa 


November 3, 1897. 


T. Jefferson Coolldire 


Manchester. Mass 


November 3, 1897. 


G P. Gardner 


Boston, Mass 

Bostofi, Mass 


November 3, 1897. 


William End Icott, Jr 


November 3, 1807. 


Francis W. Hunnewell 


Boston, Mass 


November 3, 1897. 


Richard Ofhey.... 

Edward W Hooper 


Boston, Mass 

Cambridge, Mass 


November 8, 1897. 
November 8, 1897. 


James H. Smith 


New York, N.Y 


November », 1897. 



CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & KANSAS CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERA.TED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 


TERMINAIiS. 




m 

e'en 




FROM— 


TO— 


m 

s 


1. Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City .... 


cVlele 


Bloomfleld 

Carrol Iton 

Viele 


59.79 

121.77 

86.88 

U.ll 




Moulton 


18158 


6. Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy R. R. Co. 
Wabashrallroad 


Burlington 

Bloomfleld 




Moulton 


30 39 
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CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & KANSAS CITY RAILWAY CO— CONTINUBD. 

OFFIOEBS. 



TITLB. 


NAME. 


LOCATION or ornoa. 


President 


W. W Baldwin 


Burlington, Iowa. 

(Chicago! Ill, 
Burlington, Iowa, 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


J. 0. Peasley 


Second Vice-President 


Geo. B. Harris 


Becrecary. ... 


H. E. Jaryis 


Treasurer,. . r r r . r -. r ..... r r - 


J. 0. Peasley 

Spencer & Mosman 


Gtoner aJ Solicitor 


Attorney 

Auditor 


H.H T-Imble 


0. M. Carter 


St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Josepn, Mo. 
Hannibal, Mo. 


Assistant Auditor 


Geo. B. Dunbar 


General Manaser 


Howard Elliott 


Chief Bngineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent.. 
Assistant General Freight Agent.. 
General Passenger Agent. 


L F.Goodale 

S. E orance 

W. E. rJunningham 


M. A. Baker . 


Hannibal, Mo. 


D O.Ives 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Wm. Gray 


St. Louis, Mo. 


L. W. Wakely 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Assise ant General Passenger Agt . . 
General Baggage Agent . 


'1. L. Grice 

E. A. Laod. 


St Louis, Mo. 
Ohicasro. Ill 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMB8 or DIRB0T0B8. 


posTornoi addbbss. 


DATE or EXPIRA- 
TION OP TERM. 


J. W. Blythe 


Burlington, Iowa 


May 18, 1898.* 
May 18, 1896.* 
May 18, 1898.* 
May 18, 1898.* 
May 18, 1896.* 


H. B. Scott. 


Burlington, owa 


W.W. Baldwin 

J. Peasley 


Burlington, Iowa 

Chicago, 111 

Burlington, Iowa 


W. F. Mcvarland 



* Or until successor is elected and qualified. 

KANSAS CITY, ST. JOSEPH & COUNCIL BLUFFS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock { g g^^Schl^and spurs. 

8. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 

3. Line operated under trackage rights. 



17 
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KANSAS CITY, ST. JOSEPH & COUNCIL BLUFFS R'Y CO— Continued. 

OPFIOEBS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


TKHIATION or OTTIOI. 


President 


0. E. Perkins 


Burlington. Iowa. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III. 
Boston. Mass. 


First Vice-President 


J. 0. Peasley 


Second Vioe-Presldent 


Geo. B. Harris 

W. J. Ladd 


Secretary 


Treasurer 


J. 0. Peasley. 


Chicago, 111. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 


Gt^neral Solicitors 


Spencer & Mosman 

0. I. Sturgis 


General Auditor 


Auditor 

Assistant Auditor 


0. M. Oarter 

Geo. B. Dunbar 

Howard Elliott 


General Manager 


Chief Engineer 


L.F.Goodale 


General Superintendent 


8. E Orance 


St. Joseph. Mo. 


Superintendent 


G.M.Hohl 

E. G. Fish 


St. Joseph, Mo. 


Assistant Superintendent 


Kansas City, Mo. 
St. Joseph. ^0. 


Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight A gent 


I T. Dyer 


D. O Ives 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Assistant General Freight Agent.. 

Gen>^ral Passenger Agent 

Asst. General Passenger Agent.... 
General Baggage Agent 


Wm Gray 


St. Louis. Mo. 


L W. Wakeley 

L. Grice. 


St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 


E. A.Ladd 


Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMB8 or DIBEOTORS. 


POSTOFFICB ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


O. E Perkins 


Burlinffton. Iowa 


March 1, 1898*. 


F. W. Hunnewell 


Boston, Mass 

Boston. Mass 


March 1, 1898*. 


J.L.Gardner 


March 1, 1808*. 


T.J. Ooolidge 

T. S. Howland 


Boston, Mass 

Boston, Mass 

Boston, Mai^H , 


March 1, 1898*. 
March 1, 1898*. 


Bich ard Olnev 


March 1, 18«8*. 


Howard Elliott 


St. Joseph, Mo 


March 1, 1898*. 


O . M. Hpencer 


St. Joa«*ph, Mo 


March 1, 1896*. 


CM Carter 


8t Joseph, Mo 


March 1, 1888*. 



*Or as soon thereafter as successor qualifies. 



ST. LOUIS, KEOKQK & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock ] g ^ain^^lne.^^ ^^^^^ 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. a St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwest'n R. R. 



h St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwest'n R. B. 



guincy Bridge Co. & C, B. & Q. railroad 
annibal & St. Joseph railroad 

"Wabash railroad 

Missouri, Kansas & Texas railway 

Chicago & Alton railroad. ... 
Chicago, Burlington A Quincy railroad. 

Keokuk & Hamilton bridge 

Terminal Railroad Ass'n of St. Louis. .. 



Total. 



TBRMINAIiS. 



Keokuk, Iowa. . 
Moody, Mo. . . 
Hannibal. Mo . . 
Louisiana, Mo . 
Oulvre Jet., Mo. 
Mt. Pleas. Jc, la. 
At West \lton .. 
At N. Market St., 

St. Louis. 
West Quincy, Mo 
West Quincy, Mo 
HanniDal, Mo... 
Hannloal, Mo... 
Louisiana, Mo... 
Mt. eieas. Jc, la. 
Keokuk, Iowa... 
Nor. Market St.. 

St. Louis 



Wf>st Quincy, Mo 
Hannibal, Mo ... 
Louisiana. Mo... 
P*kiinAve.,St.L 
St. Peters, Mo... 
Keokuk, lowa. .. 



Quincy, 111., 
Moody, Mo. 



Mt. Pleasant, la, 



Union 8tation,8t. 
Louis 



8.88 






166.74 



59.06 
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ST. LOUIS, KEOKUK & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD CO— CONTINUED 

OPFIO£B8. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OP OFFICE. 


Presld*»nt 


W. W. Baldwin 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, III. 


First Vice-President 


J. 0. Pensley 


SecoDd Vice-President 


George B. Harris 

W. 0. Maxwell 


c:ihicago, Ul. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 


Secretary 


Treasu rer 


J. 0. Peasley 


Chicago, Til 
St. Joseph, Mo. 


General Solicitors 


Spencer & Mosman 


Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor 


H. H.Trimble. 


Keokuk, Iowa. 


0. M. Carter . 


St. Joseph, Mo. 


Assistant \uditor 4 


George B. Dunbar 


St. Joseph, Mo. 


Gbeneral Manager 


Roward Elliott 


St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St Josenh. Mo. 


Chief Engineer 

General Suoerintendent 


L. F. Goodale 


S . E. Crance . 


Bupprintendent 


W- E- Cunningham 


Hannibal, Mo. 


Superintendent of Telegraph 


M. A. Baker 


Hannibal, Mo. 


General Freight Agent 


D. 0. Ives 

William Gray 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Assistant. General Freight Agent.. 


St. Louis, Mo. 


General Passenger Agent .. " 
Assistant General Passenger Agt. . 


L. W Wakeley 

C. L. Grice. 


St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 


(General Baggage Agent 


E. \. Sadd.. 


Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZA.TION. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


PO8TOFFICE ADDRESS. 

• 


DATE OP EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


O.E.Perkins 


Burlington, Iowa 


April 27, 18D8*. 
April 27, 1898*. 
Anril 27. 1898*. 


Robert Treat Paine 2d 


Boston, Mass 

Boston, Mass 


George P. Gardner 


p. W Hunnewell 


Boston. Mass 


April 27, 1898*. 
April 87, 1898*. 


W. W. Baldwin 


Burlington, Iowa 



* Or as soon thereafter as successor qualifies. 

CHICAGO, FT. MADISON & DES MOINES RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 




S|| 

nl 




FROM— 


TO— 


1. Ohicago, Pt. Madison & Des Moines Ry. 


Ft. Madison, la.. 


Ottumwa, Iowa. 


71 


71 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICE. 


Qhairman of the Board 


D. B.Dew y 

E.S.Conway 

K. F Potter 


Chicago, 111. 
Ohicago, 111. 
Ft Madison. Iowa 


President 


First Vice-President. 


Secretary. 


E. rt. Ski iiftr 


Blrmlnfrham. Towa. 


Treasurer 


E.H. Skinner 

Jesse ^.-Baldwin 

J. P. Irving 

B. P. Potter 


Birmingham, Iowa. 
Chicago, III. 
Ft. Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison. Towa. 


General Counsel 


Auditor. 

General Manager 


Chief Engineer 

DlYlslon superintendent 


F.F.Potter 

G. D. Hutchinson 


Ft Madison, Iowa. 
Ft. Madison. Iowa. 


General Freight Ag(*nt, 


B. F. Potter 


Ft. Madison, Iowa. 


Gen<>ral Passenger Agent 


E.F.Potter 


Ft. Madison, Iowa, 
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CHICAGO, FT. MADISON & DES MOINES RAILWAY CO— CONTINUED. 

OBOA.NIZA.TION. 



NAmS or DIBEOTOR8. 


POSTOimOB ADDBSSS. 


DATV or BXPIBA- 
TION OF TERM. 


D. B. Dewey 


Ohlcaffo, 111 


December 7, 1897. 


£j. 8. Oonwiiv 


Chicago, 11 


December 7, 1897. 


D.S.Wegff 

J. A. Baldwin 


Chicaffo, 111 


December 7, 1897. 


Ohicifo. Ill 


December 7. 1897. 


E. B. Lelffh 


Ohicago. Ill 


December 7, 1897. 


RamuAl AtlAA 


Pt. Madison, Iowa 


D<»cember 7, 1897. 


E. H. Skinner 


Birmingham, Iowa 


■December 7, 1897. 


I. T. Burr 

G. T. W. Braman 


Boston, Mass 

Boston, Mass 


December 7, 1897. 
D ceml)er 7, 1897. 



CHICAGO, IOWA & DAKOTA RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 



• 
' NAMS. 


TSBM1NAL8. 


III 




TBOM— 


TO— 


1. Oh/cago, Iowa ft Dakota railway 


Eldora Jet 


Alden 


26.4 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


IiOOATION OV OITIOB. 


President 


Conrad Miller.. 


Baniror, Pa. 


First Vice-President 


Clarence B. MitchelL 


New York, N Y. 


Secretary. 


H. N. Brockway 


Garner. Eowa. 


Treasurer 

Attorney, or Oeneral Counsel 

Auditor. 


J. D Newcomer 

n.E. AUbrook 


Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora. Iowa. 


H. C. Stuart 


Eldora, Iowa. 


General Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight A sent . 


H. C. Stuart 


Eldora, iowa. 


W. 8. Beman 


Eldora. Iowa. 


H.C.Stuart 


Eldora, Iowa. 


General Passenger 4gent 


H.C.Stuart.. 


Eldora, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIBBOTORS. 


POSTOFFICE ADDBESS. 


DATE OF BXFIBA- 
TION OF TEBM. 


Conrad Miller. .. 


Baneor, Pa 


July U, 1898. 
July U, 1898. 
July 14, 1898. 
July U, 1898. 
July 14, 1898. 
July 14, 1898 


Clarence B. Mitchell 

H.N. Brockway 

J T) ^Awcomer 


New York. N.Y 

Garner, towa 


Eldora. Iowa 


H. C Stuart 


Eldora, Iowa 


W. S. Porter 


E'dora, Iowa. 


J. J. Helntzleman 


Naeareth, Pa 


July 14, 1898. 
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CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PBOPfiBTT OPEBA.TED. 

1. Ballroa'^ line repreBented by capital stock] g ^'^ScheS'and spurs. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. a Chicago Great Western Ball way Oo. 



6. St. Paul A Northern Pacific 

Dunleath & Dubuque Bridge company. 

Illinois Oentral railroad 

Ohicago. Burlington & Northern 

Chicago A ^Northern Pacific . . . 

Des Moines Union railway 

Kansas Oity Suburban Belt 

Kansas Oity, St. Jo & Oouncll Bluffs. .. . 
St Joseph Terminal Bailway company 
Kansas Oity Northwestern railroad . . . 
Leavenworth, Northern & Southern 
Leavenworth, Topeka & Southwestern. 
Ohlcago, Bock Island A Pacific 
Leavenworth Terminal By. A Bridge Oo 

Des Moines A Kansas Oity railway 

Atchison, Topeka A Santa Pe 

Total 



TBRMINALS. 



FBOM— 



St. Paul, Minn.. 
Aiken, ni.. . 
Oelwein. Iowa.. 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Bee Oreek, Mo... 

Hay field, Minn.. 
Sumner, Iowa... 
OedarF>ills,lA.. 
Eden. Minn 
Sycamore, 111 — 

Minneapolis, M.. 
Dubuque, Iowa.. 
E. Dubuque. 111.. 
PortagrtO'iveJU 
Forest Home, 111. 
I>es Moines. Iowa 
Kansas U ,K. & M 
St Joseph, Mo... 
St. Joseph, Mo... 
Leavenw'h, Kas. 
Leavenw'h, Kas. 
Leavenw'h, Kas. 
Beverly, Mo.... 
Stilllngs.Mo ... 
Des Moines, Iowa 
St. Joseph, Mo... 



Dubuque, Iowa . 
Forest Bome, 111. 
Des Moines, Iowa 
St Joseph, Mo. 
Beverly, Mo... 



Manly Jet. Iowa. 
Hampton, Iowa 
Wilson Jet., Iowa 
Mantorvi'e. Minn 
DeKalb,lll 



St. Paul, Minn... 
E. Dubuque, 111.. 
Portage 0*rve,lll 

Aiken, III 

Chicago, 111 



StUllngs, Mo. . . 
Leavenw'h, Kas. 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Bee Oreek, Mo. . 






263.53 
146.73 
130.33 
1&9.25 
23 

4' 20 
63.96 

7.48 
7.57 
5.81 

lOM 

59 

13.23 

1.85 

10.18 

2.26 

2.50 

.39 

.81 

27.91 

2.46 

1.40 

3.50 

1.36 

.44 

7.63 



it" 



712.84 



132.01 



87.16 



932.01 



OFFIOEBS. 



TITLS. 


NAMI. 


I.O0ATION Ol* OITIOB. 


Chairman of the Board 


A. B. Stlckney 


St. Paul, Minn. 


President 

Vice-President 


A. B. Stlckney 

A.Oppenhelm 

A. KTalman 


St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 


Vice-President 


St Paul, Minn. 


Vice-President 


0. W. Benson 


St. Paul, Minn. 


Vice-President 


W. B. Bend 


St. Paul. Minn. 


Secretary 


B. 0. Wight 


St. Paul, Minn. 


Treasurer 


0. 0. Kalman 


St. Paul. Minn. 


Attorney. 


Daniel W. Lawler 

F. B Kellogg 

W. B Bend 


St. Paul, Minn. 


General Oounsel 


St. Paul. Minn. 


Auditor 


St. Paul, Minn. 


General Manager 


Samuel u. Stlcknev 


St. Paul. Minn. 


Chief Engineer 


H. If ernstrom 


St. Paul, Minn. 


General Duoerintendent 


0. Shields 


St. Paul, Minn. 


Assistant General Superintendent 
Division Superintendent 


J. Berlingett 

J. A. Kelley 


St Paul, Minn. 

Chicago, 111. 

Des Moinet*. Iowa. 


Division Superintendent 


B. F. Kgan 


Division Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent.. 


J.O.Ford 


Oelwein. Iowa. 


J. Berlingett 

P.U.Stohr 

F. H. Tlbbetts 


St Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn, 
Ohlcago, 111. 


General Passenger Agent. 

Assistant -General Passenger Agt.. 


F. H. Lord 


Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 


H. U. Badgley 


General Ticket Affent 


F.fl.Ldrl..^;::::::;.: .:::::: 

H. D. Badgley 


Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 


General Baggage Agent 


Jno. Oclley 


Chicago, 111. 
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CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued. 

ORGANIZATION. 



NAMRS Ol* DIRSOTOBS. 


posTorrioi addbbss. 


DATB OF BXPIBA- 
TION OT TKBM. 


S. Stickney 


St. Paul, Minn 


September, 1807. 


0. W. Benson 


8t Paul, Minn 


September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1896. 


J. W. Luak 


St Paul. Minn 


"Wm. Dawson 


St. Paul, Minn ... 

St. Pani. Minn. 


A. Kalman 


September, 1898. 
September, 1898. 
September, 1899. 
September, 1899. 
September. 1899. 


A.B Stickney 

H A.Gardner. 


St Paul, Minn 


Chicago. Ill 


H. B. Fietcber 


Minneapolis, Minn 


A.Oppenheim 


St. PauCMlnn 



riNANGI OOMMITTBB. 



Bt. Hon. Wm. Lldderdale. 

Mr. Alex Wallace , 

Mr. Howard Gilbert 

Mr. O. Sligo De Postbomer 
Mr. Edwin Water house. . 



London, Bug. 
London, Eag. 
London, Eng. 
London, Eng. 
London, Eng. 
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1 
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CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY CO.~Continued 
P80PEBTY OPBBA.TED— OONTINTTED. 



NAMS. 




11 
ill 


Miles of line 
for each class 
of r'ds named; 


STOught foTWQ/r€L 




6,142.64 


Kir.E8 ov Main Track in which this Company owns a Joint Intbbss 

WITH— 

Ohicago & North- Western Ball way company, Ohicago ... 

Pittsburg, Oincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Bailway company, Ohicago 

Wisconsin Central lines, Ohippewa Falls 

Ohicago & North- Western Bailway company. Ohicago .... 

Pittsburg. Oinoinnati, Ohicago & at. Louis Railway company, Chicago.. 
Ohicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway Co , Mendota to St. Paul. . 
Ohicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company, Davis Junction 


r 


.39 

1.63 

.16 

530 
.16 

1.87 

.11 

.28 
1.39 




Davenport, Iowa & Dakota Railway company, Davenport 

Illinois Central Railroad company, Sioux City 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway company, Sioux City 

Sioux Oiiy & Pacific Railway company, Sioux City 

OhlCAiro ^ North-Wftstftrn Kail wav comnanv. Fond dii Tjac 




Wisconsin Central Lines, Neenah to Menasha 










Total 


11.19 




One-half is 


5.59 








Total 


6,148 23 


Lines operated under joint ownership 




5.60 


Total 




6,153 83 


lilNBS OPERATED UNDIISR TRACK «GS RIGHTS. 

Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Ohicago & So. Louis Railway company, Ohicago 


2.37 
67 
6.83 
11.97 
6.73 
8.60 




Illinois Uwntral Railroad company, Dubuque. 




Kansas City Belt Rallwa? compaDV, Coburg to Kansas City.. 
Ohicago, Burlington & Qulncv Railroao company, Rockford to Davis Jet. 
Ohicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company. East Moline to Bock Isla 
Union Pacific Bailway company, Oounoil Bluffs transfer to South Omaha.. 


Dd 




Total 




37.17 


Total mil«>s main track .. . .... 




6.191.00 



OFPICEBS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


IX)CATION OF OTFICB. 


President 


Boswell Miller 


Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 


First Vic«-PrP8ident 


Franks Bond 


Second Vice-President 


A.J Earling 


Chicago, 111. 


Secretary 


P. M Mye-s 


Milwaukee. Wis. 


Treasurer . 

General Solicitor 


F G Baaney 

Burtoii Hanson 


Ohicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Ohicatco, 111. 


Q^neral Counsel 


George B. Peck 

E Q. Sewall 


Comptroller 


Gton« ral Auditor. 


W N.D.Winnie 

W. H\ Dudley 

A. J. Earling 


Chicago, 111. 
Ohicago, 11. 
Ohl'-,ago, 111. 
Ohicago. III. 


Assistant General Auditor 

General Manager 


Chief Engineer 


D J. Whittemore.. 

W. G. Collins 


General oup«rintendent 


Ohicago, 111. 


Assistant General Superintendents 

Division Superintendents 

8uperintend<»nt of Telegraph 

General Traffic Manager 

Gton era 1 Freight \»ent 


Three in number. 
Sixteen in number. 

U.J. Fry 

A.C Bird 

J. H fliland 


Milwaukee. Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 


Assistant G^eneral Freigbt Agents. 
General Passenger and Ticket Agt. 
Assistant General Passenger ^ g'ts 
Asst. Gen'l Pass, and Ticket Agt.. 
Asst. G^eneral Ticket Agent . . . 


Six In number. 

G H. Heafford 

Two in number. 

G 8. Marsh 


Ohicago, 111. 

Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 


A. F.Merrill 


Gene I al Baggage Agent 


W. D. Oarrick 


Milwaukee, Wis. 


Land com missfoner 


rt. G Hangan 


Milwaukee, Wis. 
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CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued 

ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIRSOTORS. 


posTorriOB addrms. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


Philip D. \rmour 


Ohicaffo. Ill 


September, 1887. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
Septemoer, 18U7. 


August Belmont 


New York, N. Y 


Frank 8. Bond 


New York, NY 

New York, NY 

New York, N.Y 

New York, N.Y 

New York, N. Y 


Oharles H. 0^ ster 


Oharles IJ Dickey, Jr 


PeterOeddes 

Oharles W. Harkness 


Frederick Layton 


Mllwauk»'e, Wis 


September, ^97. 
Sapt-mber, 1897. 
September, 18«7. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 
September, 1897. 


JosephMilbank 

Roswell Miller. 


New York, N.Y 

Ohicasro 111 


William Rockefeller 


New York, N Y 


Samuel Spencer 


NewYork.N.Y 

New York. N.Y. 


A. Van Santvoord 



CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACLPlC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


ag 

111 






FROM— 


TO— 


Ohlcago, Rock Island A Pacific railway. . . . 
Peoria A Bureau Valley railroad 


Ohlcago, 111 

Davenport, Iowa 
Edgertoa Jc, Mo 
Washifgton. la. 
S Englewood, 111 
Wilton, Iowa... 
Wilton, Iowa.... 
Newton, Iowa .. 
Des Moines, Iowa 

Menlo, Iowa .... 
Atlantic, Iowa.. 
Atlantic, Iowa.. 
Avoca, Iowa.... 
Avoca, Iowa. 
Mt. ZioD, Iowa . . 
Altamont Mo... 
S. St, Joseph, Mo 
Kansas Oity, Mo 
8 Omaha, Neb.. 
Elwond, Kan . 
Herington, Kan. 
Herington, Kan. 

HortOD, Kan 

Fairbury, Neb .. 
McFarland, Kan 
Dodge City, Kan 
Bureau, III .... 
Keokuk, Iowa... 
Des Moines, Iowa 

Oameron, Mo . 
OoancilBluffs,Ia 
Kansas Oity, Mo 

Limon, Ool 

Denver, Ool 


Coui3CllBluffs,Ia 
Winthrop, Mo... 
Leavenworth, K. 
Knoxville, Iowa. 
S Ohicago, 111... 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Lime Kiln, Iowa 
Monroe, Iowa . . . 
Indianola and 

Winterset, la.. 
Guthrie U'nt*r,Ia 
Auaubon, Iowa.. 
Gfiawold. Iowa.. 
Oarson, Iowa . . 
Harlan, Iowa 
Keosauqua, la.. 
St. .Joseph, Ho... 
RushviUe, Mo... 
Arm'rdale, Kan. 

Jansen, N«b 

Liberal, Kan... 

Tenal, I T 

Salina, Kan 

Roswell, Ool 

Nelson, Neb. 
Belleville. Kan.. 
Bucklin, Kan.... 
Peoria, 111 . 
Des Moines, Iowa 
l^'ort Dodge and 

Ruthven, Iowa 
Kansas City, Mo 
S.Omaha, Neb.. 
N. Topeka, Kan 

Denver, Ool 

Pueblo, Ool 


499.62 
31L84 

ao.37 

79 00 
760 

11.98 
608 

17.00 

47.07 

14.58 

34 54 

14.71 

17 61 

1L84 

450 

49.66 

14.70 

340 

107 05 

439.51 

340 07 

49 30 

568.65 

5158 

103 98 

36 64 

4670 

168 20 

143 76 
54.30 
7.02 
67 36 
89.78 

119.60 


2,880.70 


Keokuk & Des Moines railway 




Des Moines & Ft. Dodge railroad 




Hannibal & St. Joseph railroad- 


352.66 


Union Pacific railway 




Denver A Rio Grande railroad 


338.06 






Total 




3,571.41 
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CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY CO.— Continued. 

0PPI0ER3. 



President 

Flr»t Vice-President 

Second Vice- President. 

Third Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer . . . . 

Assistant to President 

Gtoneral Attorneys 

Anditor 

Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

AssistH-nt General Manager 

Ohief Engineer. 

General Superintendent 

Ass't General Superintendent . 



DiYlsion Superintendents . 



Traffic Manager . 

General Freight Agents. 



.. J 

Gen. Passenger and Ticket Agent 

Ass't Gen. Pass, and Ticket Agts, 

General Baggage Agent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 
Land Ooramissioner. 



•1 



R. B Gable 

Ben j <imin Brewster. 

W u. Purdy. 

W H TrU'Sdale ... 

W. G Purdy 

H A Parker 

Robert Mather 

M. A. fjow 

s. O. Matthews 

H P. Morris 

W. H. Truesdale . . . 

W. I. Allea 

H. A.Parker 

A J. Hitt 

W. H Stillwell 

0. H. Hubbell 

O.L Nichols 

Harry Pox 

O. N. Gilmore 

W. J Lawrence. . .. 

W. M. Hobbs. 

P. Smith 

O W Jones 

S. B. Hovey 

J M Johnson 

H. Gower. ... 

E. B Boyd 

John Sebastian 

S. P Boyd 

G. W. Daback 

T. J. Anderson 

J. D. Marston 

A. R Swift 

J. L. Drew . 



liOOATiON or orriGB. 



Ohicairo, 111. 
New York. N. Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chiciigo, 111. 
Ohicago, 111. 
OHicagu, [11. 
Chicago, 111. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago, 111. 
Topeka, Ean. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Topekr>, Kan. 
Chicago, 111. 
Blue Island, lU. 
Des Mulnes, 'owa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Trenton, Mo. 
Horton, Kan. ' 
Colorado Springs, Col. 
Herington, Kan. 
Pfc. Worth, Texas. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, '11. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Chicago, III. 
< hicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Topeka. Kan. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 1 11 
Davenport, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFFIOI ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TfiBM. 


R. P Flower 


New York, N. Y 


June, 1808. 


Ben iamin Brewster . 


New York, N. Y 


June, 1898. 


H. B. BishOD . 


NewYork,N. Y 

New York, N.Y 


June, 1900. 


Henrv M Flafirler .. 


June, 1898. 


Alexander E. Orr 

David Dow a Jp .... 


New York, N.Y 

N..W York, N. Y 


June, 1900. 
June, 1899. 


Oflrden Mills 


New Yo'k, N. y 


June, 19f0. 


H H Porter. 


Chicaeo. Ill 


June, IH99. 


Marshall Pield 


Chicago, 111 


June, 1899. 


John D« Koven 


Chicago, 111 


June, 1899. 


W.G. Purdy 

B.R.uable 

P. H Griggs 


Chicago, 111 


June. 19G0. 


Rock Island, 111 

Davenport, Iowa 


June, 1900. 
June, 1898 
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CHICAGO & NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued. 
PROPERTY OPERA.TED— OONTiinTBD. 



NAME. 


\ 


M 


1 




1 

a 


1 

B 


1 


4 


Propribtart Lines, viz.— 

Princeton A Western railway 

Nallev Junction to Neced&h 


18.06 

448!48 







"ii'.w 




— 










Wlnon a & St. Peter railroad 















Winona l)0 Watertown 










288.£0 
3.76 
^.40 
24 48 
15.01 
11.46 
46 40 


34.4<) 




Mankato Junction to Mankato ... 












H 1 eenv Eve to Kedwood Falls 
















R 'Chester t.) Zumbrota 














Evota to Plain view 














Eyota to Chatfleld 














Traqy to Dakota line 

Dakota Central railway 

Minnesf^ta state line to Pierre ,..,.. 


723.93 






























209.11 
117 67 
43.83 
146.25 
126.49 
28.46 
38 84 




James Vallev Junction to Oakes .... 














14.28 


Watertown Junction to Watertown 
















Watertown to Gettysburg. 
















Iroquois to Hawardfen (state line) .... 
















Oentervllle to Tankton 

















Doland to Groton 




























Total 


1,188.47 
60 02 






16.06 


.... 


414 00 


744.13 


14.28 


Leased Lines, viz — 
St. Paul Eastern Grand Trunk railway.. 
Ollntonvllie to Oconto 




. 








56 00 
4.02 

"*60^ 




Spurs 




















Total 


60.02 











RBOAPrCULATION. 



C, & N.- W. Ry. (chartered or consolidated) 

Proprietary lines 

Leased lines 



Grand total. 



8,782.29 

1,18847 

60.02 

5,030 78 



593.971,163.12 



693 97 1,J63 12 



1,503.54 
16.06 
60.02 

1,579.62 



521.19 



521.19 



.47 
414.00 



414.47 



744.13 



744.13 



14.28 



14.28 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


IX)GATION OF OFTIOE 


Chairman of the Board 


Albert Keep 

Marvin Hut; hitt 


Chicago, 1 11. 
Chicago, 111 
New York, N 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Nhw York, N 
New York, N. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, III. 
Boone, Iowa. 
Eagle Grove, 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 11. 
ohlcago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 




Preslo ent. 




First Vice-President . ... 


Martin L. Svkes 


Y. 


Second Vlce-Pres drut 


Marshall M Kirkman.. 




Third Vice-President 


Horace G. Burt 




Secretary 


MartinL Svkes 

Martin u. Sykes 

Lloyd W. Bo ^ers 


Y. 


Treasurer .... 


Y. 


General Counsel 




Auditor 


J. B. Bedfield 




General Manager 


John M Whitman 




Chief Enirlneer 


John E Blunt. 




General Superintendent 

Assistant General Superintendent 

Division Superintendents in Iowa -j 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Man Agftrt- r . . . t , . , r * 


Sherourne tianborn 




William A.Gardner 




Pet«r flallenbeck 




K. H. Aishton 

George H Thayer 


Iowa. 


Hiram K McCu Hough 




General Freight Agent 

General Passenger ■ gent 


Marvin Hughltt, Jr 




Warren B. Kaiskern 




General Ticket Airent 


Warren 8. Knlskern 

Nathaniel <v Phillips 




General Baffsatre \irent 






Josiah F. Cleveland 
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15D 



CHICAGO & NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY— Continued. 

ORGANIZATION. 



NAMER OP DIRECTORS. 


POSTOFVIOI ADDRSBS. 


DATS OF EXPIRA- 
TION or TERM. 


Oliver Ames 


Boston, Mass 


June, 1898. 


Zenas Orane 


Datton, Mass 

New York, N. Y 


June. 1898 
June, 1898 
June, 1898 
June, 1898 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 
June. 1900 




James Stillman 




Marvin Hughitt 


Chicago, 111 ' 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 




N K. Pairbank 




Byron L. Smith 

Oyrus H. McOormick 




Ohlcago, 111 




F.W Vanderbilt 

W. K. Vanderbilt 


New York, N.Y 

New York, NY 




H. McK Twombly 


New York.N. Y 

Blalrstown, N. J 

Boston, Mass 




Johnl. Blair. 




David P. Kimball 




Ohauncey M. Oepew .... 


NewYork.N Y 

New York.N. Y 

Chicago, 111 




Samuel P. Barger .... 

Albert Keep 




M. L.Sykes. 

James 0. Fargo 


NewYork, N. Y 


June, 1900 


NewYork, N. Y 


June, 1900 





CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock] g ^^i^chesand spurs. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 


terminals. 




III 




FROM— 


TO— 




1. a Main Line. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & O. Ry. 


Elroy 

N. Wisconsin Jet. 

EauOlairft 

Superior Jet. ... 
St.. Paul 
Missouri Riv. at 

CoviuKton.. 
St. Croix Draw 

Bridge. 
Stillwater Jet.... 
River Falls Jot. 

MerriUan 

Ashland Jet. 
Ashland Shore 

Line ... 
W#»st Eau Olaire 
Falrchild... 
Menominee Jet.. 
Menominee Jet.. 
Lake Crystal.... 
Heron Lake.. . 
Sioux Falls Jet.. 

Luverne 

Ooburn Jet 

Eiherson 

Wakefield 

Wayne 

West Superior... 

St. Paul 

Minneapolis.. .. 

LeMars 

Bridge across Ml 

tracks at Sioux 

SiouxOity 


St. Paul 

Bayfield 

Spooner 

Duluth 


195 17 

178 24 

81.51 

71.45 

243 76 

123.06 

4.55 
3.30 
24.82 
38.67 
4.38 

1.31 

2.74 

37.00 

3.01 

2.01 

43 48 

55.10 

130.73 

28.00 

26.96 

46.50 

33.76 

43.13 






Le Mars 






Otnaha 






Stillw'ter Switch 

Stillwater 

Ellsworth.. . . 

Marshfleld 

Ashland 






Shaw's Mills. ■"!. 
Mendovi.. . 
Menominee Oity. 

Cedar Falls 

Elmore 






Pipestone 

Mitchell 

Doon 






Newcastle 

Norfolk 






Hartington 

Bloomfleld 

Rice's Point 

Minneapolis 

Merriam Jet 

Sioux Oity 

ssouri river and 

Oity 

SiouxOity bridge 
track 


1,422.64 


6. Lines Operated Under Trackage 
Rights. 

St Louis river bridge (N. P. Ry ) 

Great Northern railway 

The Minneapolis & Sc Louis railroad... 

lilinois Central railroad.. 

Sioux City Bridge company 


1.59 
11.40 
27.00 
25.20 

3.90 

.50 


Sioux Oity A Pacific railroad 








69.59 


Total 


1,402.29 
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CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEA POL IS & OMAHA RY CO.— CONTINUED. 

OFFICERS. 



LOCATION or OVVIGB. 



President.- 

Vice-President 

Secretary. 

TreasuPHP. . . ... 

Assistant Treasurer 

General Gounhel 

General Attorney 

Comptroller 

Auditor of Expenditures . 

Local Treasurer 

General Manaf^er 

Chief Engineer 



Division Superintendents 

Purchasing agent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Traffic Manaiier 

General Freight a gent 

Assistant General Freight Agent., 

General Passenger Agent 

General Baggage Agent 

Car A ccountant.. 

General Claim Agent 

Land Oommissioner 



Marvin Hughltt 

M. L. Svkes 

E. E. Woodman.. 

M L Sykes 

S. O Howe 

Thomas Wilson., 

L. K. Luse 

L. A. Robinson . 
W. H. Stennett . 

O. P Nash 

W. A. Scott .... 
U. W Johnson... 

Jas. McUabe 

H. Spencer 

A W. Trenholm. 
H. S Jaynes — 
w. H. S. Wright. 
H.U.Hope 
James T. Clark.. 

H. M. Pearce 

B. B. Ober . . . . 
T. W. Teasdale.. 

E. F. Woode 

\. Drezmal .. .. 
E L. Poole. . . . 
G. W. Bell . 



.Chicago, 111. 
New York. N. Y. 
Hudson, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Sr. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Mankato, Minn. 
Itasca, Wis. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St Paul, Minn. 
St, Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Huason, ^nIs 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMBS OV DIBSGIOB8. 


POSTOFFIGB ADDRBS8. 


DATB OP BXPIRA- 
TION OF TBRM. 


Albert Ke«»p 

Cornelius Yanderbilt 

Wm. K Vanderbilt 

H. McK. Twonibley 

Marvin Bughltt 

David P. Kimball 

Horace Q Burt .. .... 


ChloaKO, 111 

New York, N.Y 

New York, N.Y 

NewYprk, N. Y 

Cnicago. Ill 


June, 1898 
June. 1898 
June, 1898 
June. 1898 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 18»9 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 




Boston, Mass... 

uhlcairo. Ill 




Byron L Smith 


Chicago, III 




Chauncey M. Depew 

Martin L- Sykes 


New York, N.Y 

New York, N.Y 




JohnM Whitman 

Thomas Wilson 


Chicago, III 

St. Paul, Minn 




John A. H^mblrd . . 


St. Paul, Minn. 


June, 1900 





SIOUX CITY & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMB. 


TBBMINALS. 




1 


Sioux City & Pacific Railroad company.... 

Total main line represented by capi- 
tal stock. 


SI 
M 



Co 






•O . 


o|? 



^A d 



07.42 
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SiOUX CITY & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY— Continued. 

OPPIOERS. 



TITLB. 


NAMl. 


IKKIATION OF OmOl. 


President 


Marvin Hughltt 


Chicago, 111. 


Vice-President *. 


Marshall M Kirkman 


Chicago, 111. 


Secretary 


Joseph B. BedjBeld 

Marshall M. Kirkman 


Chicago, 11. 
ChiCdgo, 111. 


Treasurer 


Gtoneral Counsel 


Lloyd W. Bowerd 


uhicago, 11. 


Qeneral Attorney 


William B. Sterling 


Omaha, Neb. 


Comptroller 


Marshall M Kirkman 


Chicago, 111. 


Auditor 


Joseph B. Bedfieid 


Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 


General Manager 


George P. Bidwell 


f'hief Ensineer 


John B. Berry 


Omaha, Neb. 


General Superintendent 


Charles C. Wughes 

Henry C. Mahanna 

William P. McParlane 

Eingsley C Morehouse 

Amos H Merchant 

John B Buchanan 

Josiah F. Cleveland 


Omaha, Neb. 


Diyision Suoerintendent 


Fremont, Neb. 


Superintendent of Telegraph .... 

General ITreight A«ent 

Assistant General Freight Agent.. 

GK)Deral Passenger Agent 

Land Commissioner 


Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMSS OF DTRVOTOBS. 


POBTOFFIOS ADDBB88. 


DATK Ol* SXPIRA- 
TION OP TBBM. 


Marvin Hughltt 

Albert Kee n 


Ohicairo. Ill 


May, 1898. 


rhicaeo. 111.. 


May, 1898. 
May, 1898. 


Martin L. Sykes 


NewYork, N. Y 


Marshall M. Kirkman 


Chicago, 111 


May, 1898. 
May, 1898. 


David P. Kimball 


Boston, M>iss 


William H. "itennett 


Chicaso, 11 


May, 1898. 


Horace G. Burt 


Chicago, 111 


May, 1898. 


John M. Whitman 


Chlcaso. 111.. 


May, 1898. 


Joseph B. BedjBeld. ... 


Chicago, 111 


May, 1898. 



CROOKED CREEK RAILROAD «fc COAL CO. 
PBOPEBTY OPEBATBD. 



NAHS. 


TSRMINAIiS. 




m 
III 




PROM— 


TO— 


Miles Ol 
each 
roads 


Crooked Creek Bailroad & Coal Co 


Lehigh 

Border Plains... 


Webster City.... 
Judd. 


17.61 
480 


22.41 



OPFICEBS. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OP OPPICB. 


President 


W.C.Willson 


Webster City, Iowa. 


Vice- t^resident 


John I. Burnham 


Milwaukee, Wis. 


Secretary 

Treasurer 


J M Punk i 


Webst^ r City, Iowa. 


J. M Punk 


Webster City, Iowa. 


Auditor. 

General Man aser 


C M. Kellogg 

W C. Willson 


Lehigh, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 


General Freight Agent 


F. E. Willson 


Webster City, Iowa. 
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OBGANIZA.TION. 



278 



NAMES or DIBEGTOB8. 


POSIOFriOE ADDBBSS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OP TERM. 


W. 0. WillBOn 


Webster Olty, Towa 


September 21, 1897. 
September 21. 1897. 
September 21, 1897. 
September 21, 1897. 
September 21, 1897. 
September 21, 1897. 
September 21, 1897. 


F. E. WllJson 


Webster City, Iowa 

Webster Olty, Iowa 


J.M.Funk 


John r. Burnham 

0. T. Burnham 


Webster Oity, Iowa 

Webster Olty, Iowa 


A. K. Hamilton 


Webster Olty, Iowa 


Henry W. Leman. 


We oster Olty, Iowa 



DES MOINES, NORTHERN & WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PBOPBRTY OPEaATBD. 



NAME. 


TBBMINATiH. 


III 


ni 




TROM— 


TO— 


1. Des Moines, Northern & Western R*d. . . 


Des Moines 

Olive 

Terminal at Des 


Fonda 

Boone 


1U84 
34.80 






Moines 


146.84 
2.12 


6. Des Moines Union railway 


2.12 


Total. 




~4AM 



OFFICERS, 



TFCLB. 


NAME. 


liOCATiON or ornoE. 


Chairman of the Board 


F. M. Hubbell 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


Presidf-nt 


F. M. Hubbcill 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


F. O. Huobell 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


Second Vice-President 


H, D. Thompson 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


Secretary 


A. N. Denman 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


Treasnrer.,. ....,.,. 


H. D. Thomoson 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


General Solicitor 

Auditor 


A. B. Cummins 

W. J. Souder 


Des Moines, iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 


General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 


F.O. Hubbell 

F. Horton 

J. N. Tlttemore 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Mulnes, Iowa. 


General Passenger Agent 

General Ticket Agent 


J. N. Tlttemore 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


J. N Tlttemore 


Des Moines, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES Ol* DIREOTOBS. 


POSTOmOE ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION Olr TERM. 


F. M. Hubbell 


Des Moines, J owa 

Des Moines, Iowa 


January 5, 1898. 
January 5, 1898. 
January 6, 1898. 
January 5,1898. 
January 5, 1888. 
January 5, 1898. 
January 5, 1898. 


F. 0. Hubbell 


H. D. Thompson 


Des Moines. Iowa 


A. B. Oummlns 


Des Moines, Iowa 


P.M Myers 

A. J. E*rling 


Milwaukee, Wis 


Chicago, 111 


0. A. Goodnow 


Chicago, 111 ... 



18 
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DUBUQUE «fc SIOUX CiTY RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock | g g^^^^^JJ'^^^ 



spurs. 



NAMB. 


TlBMlNAliS. 


0*0 

^i 
III 


1 




rROM— 


TO— 


iS 


1. a Dubuque & Sioux City railroad 

1. b Dubuque & Sioux City railroad 

Total 


Dubuque, Iowa.. 
Manchester, la.. 
Cherokee, Iowa. 
Cherokee, Iowa. 
CedarFallsJcla 


Sioux City, Iowa. 
Cedar Rapids, la. 
Onawa, lowa. 
Bioux Falls, s D. 
Minn, state line. 


'41.*85 
59.10 
96.48 
75.58 


3S6.58 

S73.01 
599.50 



OFFICERS OF THE DUBUQUE A SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


liOOATlON OP OFFICE. 


President 


Stuy vesant Fish 


New York, N. Y. 


Vice-President 


J.O. Welling 

E.G. Woodruff.. 

A. G. Hackstaff 

E T H.Gibson 

C. H. Booth 


Chicago, 111. 


Second Vice-President 


Elizabeth. N. J. 


Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant Secretarr 


New York. N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Oubuque, Iowa. 


Assibtant Treasurer 


C.H. Booth 



OFFICERS OF OPERATING COMPANY. 



OF OFFIOI. 



President 


Stuv vesant Fish 


New York, N. Y. 


Vice-President 


J. 0. Welling 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
New Yok, N. Y. 


Second Vice-President 

Secretary 


J. T. Harahan 

A. G. Hackstaff 


Treasurer 


E. T.H.Gibson 


New York, N. Y. 


Local Treasurer 


T.F.Titus 

James Fentress 


Chicaso. 111. 


General Solicitor 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, LU. 
Oubuque. Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 
Cherokee, lowa. 


Counsel 


B. F. Aytfr 


Attorney ■. 


W.J. Kniffht 


Attorney.. 


J. F. Duncombe 


Auditor of Freight Receipts 

Auditor Passenger Receipts 

Auditor Disbursements 


F. Falrman 

A. D. Joslin 


J. Anderson 


Chief Engineer 


J. F. Wallace 


General Superintendent 


A. W. Sullivan 


Assistant General Superintendent. 
Dirision Superintendent 


J. G. Hartlgan 

F. B. Harriman 


Division Superintendent 


0. K Dixon 


Superintendent of Telegraph 


G. M. Dugan 


Chicago, 111. 


Traffic Manager 


T. J. Hudson 

M. Marknam 

W. E. Keepers 


Chl'^ago, 111. 
Chlcaso. III. 


Assistant Traffic Manager 


General Freight Agentl 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 


General Passenger Agent 


A.H. Hanson 
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DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY— Continued. 

ORGA.NIZA.TION-DUBDQDB A SIOUX CITY RA.ILROAD OOMPA.NY. 



NAMB8 or DIBBGTOB8. 


posTomrioi addbbss. 


DATB OF BXPIBA- 
TION OFTBBM. 


Stuy vesant Fish 


New York, N.Y. 


October, 1897. 


E.T.H. Gibson 


New York, N. Y 


October. 1897. 


J. T. Harahan 


Uhicaffo, 111 


October, 1897. 


E. H. Harriman 


New York, N.Y 

NewYork, N. Y 


October, 1897. 
October, 1897. 


S. V. R. Oruger 


J.C. Welling 


OhlcaKO,Ill . 

Dubuque, Iowa 


October. 1897. 


0. W. Mitchell 


October, 1897. 


J. V. Rider 


Dubuque, Iowa 


October. 1897. 


M. M. Walker 


Dubuque, Iowa 


October, 1897. 


P. D. Stout 


Dubuque, lowa.r 


October. 1897. 


J. W. Oonchar 


Dubuque, Iowa ■, 


October, 1897. 
October, 1897. 
October, 1897. 


0. O. Tolerton 

W. H. Torbert 


Sioux City. Iowa 

nubuqu**, Iowa 


A. A. liOomis 


ForD DodgH, Iowa 


October. 1897. 


8.L. Dows 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa 


October, 1897. 



DE3 MOINES UNION. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TBRMINAIiS. 


a 98 






FROM— 


TO— 


Miles ol 
each 
roads 


Des Moines Union Railway Co 


Des Moines 


Des Moines 


3.70 


3.70 



OFFICERS. 



Ohairman of the Board 


F. C. Hubbell 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


President 


F.C Hubbell 


Des Moines, owa. 


Vice-President 


A. B. Cummins 


Des Moines, owa. 


Secretary 


P. M.Hubbell 

H. D. Thompson 


Des Moines, owa. 


Treasurer 


Des Moines. Iowa. 


Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor 

General Superintendent 


A B. Cummins 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


B. G. Mitchell 

J. A. Wagner 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMB8 OF DIBBOTOBS. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDBBSS. 


DATB OF BXPIBA- 
TION OFTBBM. 


P. M. Hubbell 


Des Moines, Iowa 

Des Moines, Iowa 


January 7, 1898. 


p. C. Hubbrtll 


January 7, 1898. 


A. B. Cummins 

H.D.Thompson 

^. N. Denman.. 

0. H. Hui t<^nlocher 


Des Moi les, Iowa 

Des Moines. Iowa 


January 7. 1898. 
January?, 1898. 


Des Mones, Iowa 

Des Moi nes, Iowa 


January 7, 1898. 
January 7, 1898. 


H. L. Magee 


St. Louis, Mo 

St.Louis, Mo .. . 


January 7, 1898. 


James Ramsey, Jr. 


January 7, 1898. 
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IOWA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 



[5D 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad Unepeppegented by capital stock ] g Br^anches'and gpups. 
3. Line operated undep lease for specified sum. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. a Main line. 
b Branches . 



b Spur 

Keithsburg Bridge company. . . 
Peoria & Fekin Union railway. 



Total. 



TERMINALS. 



Albia, Iowa . 
Oskaloosa ..... 
Mississippi river 
Hampton, Iowa . 
Minerva Jet., la 
Newburg, Iowa.. 
G.&M Jet., la.. 
New Sharon, la.. 
Lynnvllle Jc.Ia. 
Oarbon Jet , la. . 
A.cross Miss'pi at 
Iowa Jet., 111. 



Northwood.Iowa 
Mississippi river 
Iowa Jet , 111 . . . 
Belmond, Iowa. 
Story Uity, Iowa 
State Center, la. 
Montezuma 
Newton. Iowa... 
LynnvlUe. Iowa. 
Carbonado, Iowa 
Keithsburg, 111.. 
Peoria, 111 



a 08 



Isi 



180.481 

96.127 

88.699 

23.303 

34.610 

26 640 

13.612 

27.748 

2.500 

2.431 

2.570 

S.500 



5*1 



»73.aS7 



129.044 
2.570 
3.500 

lo8.961 



OFFICERS. 



TITIiB. 


NAMB. 


LOCATION OT OrFlOB. 


Chairman of the Board 


Russell Saare 


New York. N Y. 


President 


Russell Sage 


New York, N. Y. 


Vice-President 


E.E.Chase 


NewYork, N. Y. 


Secretary \ 

Treasnrer f 

General A.udltor 


George R. Morse 


New York, N. Y. 


T. I. Wasson 


Marshalltown, Iowa. 


General Manairer 


L.M.Martin 


Marshalltown. Iowa. 


Chief Enffineer .... 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agnnt 

General Passenger Agent. . . 


C. W. McMeekln 


Marshalltown, lowat 


C. W Huntington 

B. G. Falils 


Marshalltown, Iowa. 
Marshalltown, Iowa. 


E U. Palmer. 


Marshalltown. Tow a- 


Thomas P. Barry 


Marshalltown, Iowa. 



ORGANIZAlTION. 



NAMES OP DIBB0TOB8. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDBBS8. 


DATB or BXPIBA- 
TION OF TBRM. 


Russell Saare 


NewYork, N.Y 


September's, 1897. 


B. E. Chase 


NewYork, N.Y 

New York, N.Y 

NewYork, N.Y 

New York, N.Y 


September 3, 1897. 
September 3, 1897. 
Seotember 3. 1897, 


H.J. Morse 


Q E Tain tor 


W.E. Strong 

E H. Perkins. Jr 


September 3, la87. 


NewYork, N. Y 


September 3, 1897. 
September 8, 1A7. 
September 3, 1897. 
September 8. 1897. 


R. J. Kimball 


New York, N.Y 


C. >v. Osborne 


New York, N.Y : 


P.M.Drake 


Des Moines, Iowa 
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IOWA NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



277 



NAMB. 


TBBMINAL8. 


®'0 

1 




FROM— 


TO— 


Iowa Northern railway 


Valeria, Iowa . . . 
Jule Jet., Iowa . . 


Oolf ax, Iowa . . . 

31'k Orook mine, 

Iowa 


5.98 




1.00 


Total 




6.03 



OFFICERS. 



TITLE 


NAMB. 


LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 


Ohairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice- President 


J.S.Wylie 

J S Wylle. 

D. Ryan . 


Davenport, Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 
Newton, Iowa. 


Secretary and Treasurer 


George A. Goodrich 

W. O. McElrov 


Oolfax, Iowa. 


General Solicitor 


Newton, Iowa. 



KEOKUK AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAMB. 


TBBMINAL8. 


Ill 




FROM— 


TO— 


L a Keokuk & Western railroad 

5. St. Louis & Northwestern railroad 

Total 


Alexander, Mo . . 
Keokuk, Iowa... 


Van Wert, Iowa. 
Alexander, Mo . . 


148.79 
5.17 

147.97 



OFFICERS. 



TTTIiB. 


NAMB. 


LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 


Ohairman of the Board 


T. De Witt Ouyler 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Keokuk. Iowa. 


President. 


T. De Witt Cuyler 


First Vice-President 


A. C. Goodrich 


Secretary and Assistant Treasurer 

Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor 


J.P Elder 

(1. M. Jesup 

F. T. dughes 


Keokuk, Iowa. 
New York, N. Y. 
Keokuk. Iowa 


T. R. Board 

A.C.Goodrich 

A. C.Goodrich 

J.P.Boyle 

J.P.Boyle 


Keokuk, Iowa. 


General Manatrer 


Keokuk. Iowa. 


Chief Engineer 


Keokuk, Iowa. 


Snnerintendent 


Keokuk. Iowa. 


Superintendent of Telegraph .... 

Traffic Manager. 

General Freight A sent 


Keokuk, Iowa. 


A.C.Goodrich 

A. McCrae 

J. F. Elder 


Keokuk, Iowa. 
Keokuk, owa. 


General Passenger Agent 

General Baggage Agent 


Keokuk. Iowa. 


J.F.Elder 


Keukuk, Iowa. 
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rKEOKUK & WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY— Continued. 

ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIRX0TOB8. 


POBTOFFIOB ADDMB88. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION or TBBIC. 


T. De Wilt Cuyler 


PhllHdeipbla. Pa. 

Ke >kuk, luwa 


February 2, 1898. 
February 2, 1898. 


A. 0. Goodrich 


F. T. HnRhes 


Keokuk, 1 owa 


Februarys, 1808. 


G. H Oandee 


Lowell, Mass* 


February 2, 1808. 
February 2, 1808. 


W. H Gebhardt 


New York, N.Y 

New Yt»rk, N. Y 


Benjamin Htrong 


February 2, 1896. 
February 8, 1808. 
February 2, 1808. 
February 2, 1808. 


Ben^^niin Graham 


NewYork, N. Y 


Francis J. Paton ^ 


New York. N. Y 

Oentervilte, Iowa 


F.M. Drake 



DES MOINES AND KANSAS CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock: a Main line. 



NAME. 


TEBMINAIiS. 






FBOM— 


TO— 


1. a Des Moines & Kansas Oity Railway 


Das Moines, la.. 


Oalnesvllle, Mo . 


112 



OFFICERS. 





LOCATION OF OFFIOE. 




PI 




Bl. 




PI 




St. 




K 








K 








N( 




, 




K 








K 








K 








K 








K 








Keokuk, 


owa. 






Keokuk, 


owa. 






Keokuk, 


owa. 






Keokuk, 


Iowa. 






Keokuk, 


Iowa. 





ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIRE0TOB8. 


PO8TOFFI0B ADDBBSS. 


DATE OF EXPIBA- 
TION OF TERM. 


T. DeWitt Ouyler 


Philadelphia, Pa 


May 11, 1898. 


A. 0. Goodrich 


Keokuk, Iowa 


May 11, 1898 
May 11, 1808 
May 11, 1808 
May 11, 1808 
May 11, 1808 
May 11. 1898 




James 8. Morgan 


New York, N Y 




Arthur 0. Vaughn 

Benjamin Stone 


New York. N.Y 




NewYork. N.Y 




les M. Jesup 

N.T.Guernsey 


NewYork, NY 




Des Moines, Iowa 
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MASON CITY & FORT DODGE RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMB. 


TKRMINAI.S. 




1=3 

Hi 




FROM— 


TO- 


Miles 01 
each 
roads 


Mason Olty & Fort Dodge Railroad Oo. . . 


Mason City 
Oarbon Junction 


Lebigh 


88.1 
3.9 




Coalville 


92.00 



OETFIOBRS. 



President , 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

AS" istant Treasurer 

Ai]dir.or , 

Superintendent , 

Superintendent of Telegraph . , 

Cteneral Freight Agent 

General Passe i ger Agent. 



NAMI. 



M. 0. Healion 

8. T. Meservey .. 

O. B. Grant 

David McOay ... 

O. B Grant 

W. M. Salisbury. 
R. D. Parkhurst. 
S. D. Parkhurst. 



LOOATION OF OFFIOB. 



8t. Paul, Minn. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
K'ort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, 1 owa. 



ORGANIZATION. 


NAHB8 OF DIBBOTOBS. 


P08T0FFIGB ADDBB8S. 


DATB OF BXPIBA- 
TION OF TBRM. 


James J. Hill 


St. Paul, Minn 


Elect'n of suc'ssor. 


D. Shepard 


St. Paul, *linn 


" lect'n of suc'ssor. 


James N. Bill 


St. Paul, Minn 


Elect'n of suc'ssor. 


M. 0. Healion 


St. P»ul,Minn 

Boone. Iowa 


Elect' a of suc'ssor. 


Hamilton Brown 


Elect'n of suc'ssor. 



MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock] g e^iSches'and 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



spurs. 



NAMB. 


TBBMINAIiS. 


if 
III 


111 




FBOM— 


TO— 


1. a Minneapolis <& St. Louis Railroad Oo. . 
1. h Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. . 

5. Northern Pacific Railroad company .... 
Total 


Mlnn'DOlis, Minn 
Hopkins, Minn.. 
MaDir.ouJc.Minn 
Kalo June, Iowa 
St. Paul, Minn... 


Angus, Iowa 

Morton, Minn.... 
Tonka Bay, Minn 

Kalo, Iowa 

Minn'polis, Minn 


261.64 

92.87 

1.45 

280 

11.15 


281.64 

97.U 
U.16 

389.M 
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MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY— Continued. 

OPFI0EB8. 



TITLE. 


NAMB. 


LOCATION OF OITICI. 


President 


Edwin Hawley 

John E Searles 


New York. N. Y. 


Vice-President 


New York, N Y. 


Secretary and Assistant Treasurer 
Treas u rer ... 


Josenh Gaskell 


Minneapolis, Biinn. 
New York, N. Y. 


Frank b. Davis 

Wi Ilium Strauss 

Albert E Olarke 

WllburF Booth 


General Counsel 

General Attorney 


New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 


Assistant General Attorney 

Auditor 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


O. 0. Post 


Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 


General Manager 


L. K Day .* 

Wil liam Crooks 


Ohief Enirineer 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


General Superintendent 


Thomas E. Olarke 

William F. Fox 


Minneu polls, Minn. 


Su peri n ten dent of Telegraph 

General Freifirtit A sent. 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


W. Bdl. HoDklns 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


Assistant General Freight Agent.. 
General Passenser Asent 


R. G. Brown 


Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 


A. B. Outts 


General Ticket Agent 


A. B Outts 


Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 


General Bagsrase Ag*-nt 


\. « Cutts 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIBSOTOBS. 


POSTOFFXOB ADDBV8S. 


DATS OF BXPIBA- 
TION OF TBBM. 


F. H Peav»>y 

F.H.Davis 


^i^To?rt}.Y°.°:::::.:::::::::::: 


October, 1897. 
October, 18»7. 


J. E Searles 


N«wYork,N. Y 1 


October, 1807. 


Edwin Hawley 


New York,N.Y 

Vew York, N. Y 


October, 1898. 


F. B. Palmer 


October, 1888. 


William Strauss 


New York, N.Y 


October, 1898. 


Edwin Lanirdon 


New York, N. Y 


October, l>-99. 


0. S. Mellon 


New Haven, Oonn 

"^an Francisco, Oal 


October, 1899. 


George Orocker ... 


October, '899 



OMAHA & ST. LOUIS RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMX. 


TKBMINAIiS. 


II. 
1 

99 




FBOM— 


TO— 


Omaha & St. Louis railway 


Co Bluffs, Iowa. 


Pattonsburg,MO" 


145 



OFFI0BR3. 



TITLX. 


NAMK. 


LOCATION OF OFFIOl- 


General Solicitor 


Th»»odore Sheldon 


99 Randolph St., Ohlcago. 
Council Bluffs. Iowa. 


Receiver 


J. F. Barnard 


Auditor 


W. L. Bedison 


Council Bluffs, Iowa. 


General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 


A. E. Buchanan....«« 

G.O. Kinsman 


Stanoerry, Mo. 
Decatur, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 
None. Road is still being operated by the receiver. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] 



BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



281 



SIOUX CITY & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 



NAMK. 


TBBMINAL8. 


n 
ii 

96.00 
1.88 


III 




TROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
each 
roads 


1. Sioux Oity & Northern railroad 

2. Sioux Oity Terminal & Warehouse Oo. . 


Sioux Oity 

Division street, 
Sioux Oity 


Oarretson, S. D.. 

Douglas street, 

Sioux Oity 


90.00 
188 


Total 




97.38 



OPPIOERS. 



LOCATION OP OITIOB. 



President 

Vice-President 

Secretary I 

Treasurer f 

Attorney, or General Oounsel for 
Receivers. 

Attorney, or General Oounsel 

A.uditor for Receivers. 

Superintendent of Telegraph for 
Recei vers 

(General Freight Agent for Receiv- 
ers. . . 

Gtonernl Passenger Agent for Re- 
ceivers. . . 

Receivers -j 

Treasurer for Receivers 

Land Oommissioner for Receivers. 



Samuel J. Heals 

A.P. Oall 

H. S. Baker 

Wright, Oall & Hubbard 

O.L.Wright 

John K. Lee 

P. W. Ackley 

W. B McNider 

W. B. McNider 

Warwick Hough 

Samuel J. Beais 

George Walter Oakley . . . 
P. A. Seaman ^_^._^ 

ORGANIZATION. 



Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 

Sioux Oity, Iowa. 

Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
8ioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 

Sioux Oity, Iowa. 

Sioux Oity, Iowa. 

Sioux Oity. Iowa. 
St Louis, Mo. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 



NAMS8 OT DIBB0TOB8. 


POSTOITIOS ADDBB88. 


DATE or BXPIBA- 
TIONOFTEBM. 


W. P. Olough 


St. Paul, Minn 


June, 1898, 


J.P.Stevens 


St. Paul, Minn 


June, 1898 
June, 1898 
June, 1899 
^une, 1899 
June, 1899 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 
June, 1900 




P.O Hills 


Sioux Oity, Iowa 




W.P.Manley 


Sioux Oitv. Iowa 




A.P.Oall. 


Sioux Oity, Iowa 




G^nre W. Oaklev 


Sioux Oitv. Iowa 




P. A. Seaman 


Sioux Oity, Iowa 




Samuel J. Beals 


Sioux Oity, owa 

Hioux Oity, Iowa 




H.S.Baker 





TABOR AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


CO 

III 




FROM— 


TO— 


Tabor & Northern railway. 


Tabor, Iowa 


Malvern, Iowa.. 


8.79 
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TABOR & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY— CONTINUED. 

OPPIOBRS. 



TITLB. 


NAMK. 


liOOATION OT OFinOB. 


Ohairman of the Board 


William M.Brooks. 


Auburndale, Mass. 


President 


William M. Brooks 


Auburndale, Mass. 


First Vice-President 


R. 0. Hughes 


Tabor, owa 


Secretary . 


0. A. Barnes 


Tabor, owa. 


Treasurer. 

Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor . 

General Man A flrer 


J. M. Barbour 

L. A. Hill 


Tabor, owa. 
Tabor, owa. 


J. 0. Tipple 

H. T. Woods 


Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 


General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Passer ger Agent 


John Barber 


Tabor, Iowa. 


John Barber 


Tabor, Iowa. 


John Barber 


Tabor, iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMB8 OF DIBB0TOB8. 



POSTOFFIGK ADDBB8S. 



DATl OF BXPIBA- 
TION OF TERM. 



William M. Brooks 

H. T. Woods 

John Barber 

O. A. Barnes 

A. T. West 

J. M. Barbour 

J. E Todd 



31 Central St , Auburndale, Mass 

Tabor, Iowa 

Tabor, Towa 

Tabor, Iowa 

Tabor, Iowa 

Tabor. Iowa. 

Vermillion, 8. D 



June, 1900. 
June, 1898. 
June, 1898. 
June, 1899. 
June, 1902. 
June, 1903. 
June, 1904. 



WABASH RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAMB. 


TEBMINAIiS. 


1 

-oil 


Hi 




FBOM- 


TO— 


III 

a-. 


LINB8 OWNED. 
The Wabash railroad 


Toledo 


East Hannibal... 

Camp Point 

Elvaston ... 
East St. Louis... 
Edwardsville 

Crossing 

Effingham 

Altamont 

Streator 


482.3 
394 
34.5 

110.2 

8.6 
205.4 
10.3 
31.5 
109 9 
149 7 
274.8 

10 8 

131.2 

15.5 






Bluffs 






Clayton 

Decatur.. 

Edwardsville.... 

Auburn Jet 

Shumway 

Falrburv 


_ 




Delray 


Butler 






Montpelier 

St Louis 

St. Louis, Frank- 
lin avenue 

Moberly 

Salisbury 


Clarke Junction. 
Harlem 

Ferguson 

Ottumwa 

Glasgow 

Pittsfleld 

Logansport 

Peru 






Pittsfleld Jet.... 

Butler 

Ohili 


1.504.0 


LIITBS liEASBD. 

Louisiana Sc Pike County railroad 


6.1 
94.2 

9.5 
38.2 
41.4 
216 


Eel River railroad 

Pai*ii A: Dntrnlt. Rn.ll'vrn.v /•nmnn.nv. 




Brunswick & Chillicothe railroau 


Brunswick 

Chillicothe 

Centralia 


Chillicothe 

Pattonsburg 

Columbia 




St. Louis, Council Bluffs & Omaha railroad. 
Boone County & Boonville railroad 






211.0 
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PROPEETY OPERA.TED— OONTINUBD. 



OhicaflTo, Burllugton & Qaincy railroad. 

Toledo, Peoria A Western railroad 

Ohlcago & Western Indiana railroad 

Toledo, Peoria & Western railroad 

Detroit Union Depot & Station Oo. and 
Fort Street Union Depot Oo 

Ohicago & Oalumet Terminal railroad... 

Ohicago & Western Indiana railroad 

Terminal Railroad A.ssociation of St. Louis 

Hannibal & Ht. Joseph railroad. . . 

Ohlcago, Rock Island & Pacific railroad.... 
Missouri Pacific railroad 

LINIBS BHLONOINO TO PUBGHASINO OOM- 
MITTEK. 

Attica, Oovington & Southern railroad. . 

Champaign branch.. 

•Des Moines and St. Louis railroad 

Total mileage operated 



0(imp Point 

Elvaston 

Ohicago 

Forrest 

Detroit, Union 

depot 
Olarke Junction. 

StatBLine (Ind. 

and Ills.) 

St. Louis Union 

depot. 

Harlem 

Ottumwa... 

8c.Luui8,01ive.St 



Attica.. ... 
< champaign. 
Harvey 



Quincy.' — 
Hamilton.... 
Auburn Jet 
Fair bury.... 



Delray 

State Line (Ind. 
and 111) 



Auburn Jet 

Tayon Avenue. 

Kansas 'ity 

Harvey.. 

Oarr Street 





"o^ 




VI Q> 




P4 




^•r fl 


1 

> 

1 






3* 


21.8 




6.5 




8.0 




5.5 




4.6 




5.7 




11.8 




.7 




1 5 




380 
.6 




104.7 



Oovington.. . . 

Sidney , 

Des Aioines... 



69.9 
I 1.979.6 



NOTA.— In addition to the above joint trackage arrangements, this company has an 
arrangement with the Missouri, Kansas & Texas railroad whereby it runs its passenger trains 
over the track of the Missouri, Kansas & Texas railroad between Hannibal and Bioberly, a 
dist'^nce of seventy miles, 

* The line from Albia to Harvey, 23.4 miles, is not now being operated and the mileage is 
not Included above This is a part of the Des Moines & St. Louis railroad, and belongs to the 
purchasing committee. 

OFFICERS. 



TITLI. 


NAMI. 


LOCATION OF OTFIOB. 


Chairman of the Board 


O. D. Ashley 


New York, N. Y. 


President. . , 


O. D. Ashley 

Edgar T. Welles. 

J. Ramsey, Jr 


New York, N. Y. 


Vice-Presidents i 

Secretary 


New York. N. Y. 
Sc Louis, Mo. 


J. 0. Otteson. 


New York, N. Y. 


Treasurer 


F.L.O'Leary 

Wells H. Blodgett 

D.B.Howard 

£. B. Pryor 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Genecal Solicitor 


St. Louis, Mo. 


iiuditor. 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Assistatit Auditor 


tit. Louis, Mo. 


General Manager .... 


J. Ramsev. Jr 


St. Louis, Mo. 


Chief Engineer 


W. 8. Lincoln 


St. Louis, Mo. 


General sUDerintendent 


H. L. Magee 


St. Louis, Mo. 


I 


E. A. Gould 


Peru, Ind. 


Diviiiion Superintendents < 


W. A.Garrett. 

J. S. Goodrich 


Decatur, 111. 
Mooerly, Mo. 
Decatur, 111. 


Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic Manager, Freight 


G 0. Kinsman 


M. Knight. 

S. B. Knight 

P. W. Ooyle 


New York. N. Y. 


General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent.. 

General Passenger A gent 

Ass't General Passenger Agent. . . . 
General Ticket A gent. 
Assistant lieneral Ticket Agent. .. 
General Baggage Agent 


Su Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 


0. S Crane 


St. Louis, Mo. 


H. V. P. Taylor 


St Louis, Mo. 


0.8 Crane 

H. V P.Taylor 

S. H. Overholt 


St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
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TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



[6D 



WABASH RAIX.ROAD COMPANY— CONTINUED. 
OBGINIZATION. 



NAMES or DIBB0TOB8. 


POSTOrriCT ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION or TERM. 


O.D.Ashley 


New York, N Y 


Sentember 14. 1897. 


George J. Gould 


New York, N. Y 


September 14, 1897. 


Kdgar T. Welles 

Henrv K. McHarff 


NewYo k,N.Y 

New York. N.Y 

NewYork, N. Y 


September 14, 1897. 
September 14, 1897. 
September 14, 1897. 
Bepteinber 14, 1897. 
September 14, 1897. 
September 14, 1897. 
SeptAnherW, 1897. 
Sentember 14. 1897. 


0. J LawrADoe 


P. B. Wyckoff 

B. 0. BevDolds 


New York. N.Y 

Toledo, Ohio 

New York, N Y 


Edwin Gould 


Thomas H. Hubbard 


New York, N Y 


John T. Terry 


NewYork, "^.Y 


Russell Sage 


NewYork. N. Y 


September 14, 1897. 


0. 0. Macrae 

Francis Pary 


London, England 

London, England 


September 14, 1897. 
Heptember 14, 1897. 



WINONA & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 




C O n 




FROM— 


TO— 


111 


The Winona & Western railway 


Winona, Minn... 


Osage, Iowa 


113.2 


113.2 



OFFICERS. 



LOCATION or OFFICE. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant Treasurer 

General Solicitor 
General Superintendent. . 
General Freight Agent . 
General Passenger Agent. 



H. W. Lamberton. 

y. Simpson 

Thomas Simpson . . . 

M. G.Norton. 

H. S. Johnson 

Thomas Simpson . 
John J. Mahoney... 
John J. Mahoney.. . 
John J. Mahoney . 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMES OF DIRECTORS. 


POSTOmCE ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


Verrazanno Simpson 


Winona, Minn 


June 5, 1900. 


H. W Lamberton 


Winona, Minn. 

Winona, Minn. . 

Winona, Minn 


June 5, 1900. 


M. G. Norton •. 


June 5, 1900. 


William H. Laird 


June 5, 1898. 


0. H. Lamberton r 


Winona, Minn 


June 6, 1896. 


S.W.Hamilton 


Winona, Minn 


June 5. 1896. 


Royal D. Oore 


Winona, Minn 


June 5, 1899. 


Earl 8. Youmans 


Winona, Minn 


June 5. 1899. 


Oharles Horton 


Winona, Minn 


June 5, 1899. 
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PROPERTY OPERATED. 
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NAME. 


TBBMINAL8. 


©•« 

III 


omro 

i 

IS. 




FROM— 


TO— 


Burlington & Northwestern Railway Oo. 

The company has leased the right to run 
over 13.77 miles of the B., R. & N. Ry , 
the distance between Burlington and 
Mediapolis 


Mediapolis. . . 


Washlnirton 




38.73 






13.77 












Total 


52.50 



OPPI0BR8. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Attorney, or General Counsel 

Auditor, Chief Clerk Acc't Dept. .. 

Manager.. .. 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Traffic, Chief Clerk 



T. W. Barhydt. . . 
J. T. Remey .... 

R M Green 

R. M. Green 

H A. Kelley 

K. M. Boden. .. 
R. Law. 

E. J. Goodspeed. 
T. Dwight Ives . 



Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlinvton, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 



(owa. 
Iowa, 
(owa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa, 



ORGA.NIZATION. 



NAMB8 OF DIBE0TOB8. 


P08T0FF1GB ADDRESS. 


DATE OF EXPIRA- 
TION OF TERM. 


T. W. Barhydt 

J. T. Remey 


Burlington, Iowa 

Burlington, Iowa 


JU' e. 1898. 
June, I898r 


W.W.Baldwin 

W F McFarland 


Burlington, owa 

Burllaston. Iowa 


June, lb98 
June, 1898 
June, 18M 
June, 1898 
fune, 1898 
June, 1898 
June, 1898 




J. W. Blvthft. 


Burlington, Iowa 

Burlington, Iowa 




Lyman Cook. . . 




C. P. Squires 

H. C. Garrett. 


Burlington, owa 

Burlington, Iowa 




H.B. Scott 


Burlington, Iowa 





BURLINGTON & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERA.TED 



NAME. 


TERMINALS. 


©XJ 

III 


III 

^.4 

Ik 




FROM— 


TO— 


Burlington <& Western Railway company.. 

This company has, by payment of its pro- 
portion of joint expense of train service 
and track renairs, the right to run over 
the B. &N. W. railway 

And tbence to Burlington over the B., 0. 
K. & N. railway, under contract of the 
B. & N. W. R'y company with that com- 

nun Y 


Wlnfleld 

Winfleld 


Oskalooosa 




70.7 


Mediapolis 


19.73 
J3.77 






33.5 











Total 


104.2 
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BURLINGTON & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANYS— CJONTINUKD. 

OFF10EB8. 



TITLK. 


NAMK. 


LOOATION or OFFIOB. 


President 


T. W. Barhydt 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, owa. 
Burllnirton. Iowa. 


PlMt Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 


0. P Squires 

K. M Green 

B M. Green 


Attorney or General Counsel 

Chief Olerk Account Department . 
Manager 


W. L Oooper 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burllrirton. Iowa. 


K. M. Booen 


R.Law 

E.J Goodsoeed 


Burlington, Iowa. 


Superintendent of Telegraph 

Chief Olerk Traffic Department ... 


Burllnirton. Iowa. 


T. Dwlghtlves 


Burlington, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



NAMBH OF DIBBOTORS. 


POBTOFFIOa ADDBB88. 


DATS OF BXPIBA- 
TION OF TIBM. 


T. W. Barhydt 


Burlington, Iowa 

Burlington, Iowa 


June, 1896. 


0. P Squires 


June, 1898. 


Lyman Cook 


Burllnffton. Iowa 


June, 1896. 


J. W. Blythe 


Burlington, Iowa 


June, 1896. 


H.B.Scott 


Burlington, Iowa 


June. 1898. 
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DIGEST OP DECISIONS OP IOWA SUPREME COURT REFERRING TO 
MATTERS APPECTING RAILROADS 



CBOSSINO— HIGHWAY. LOCATION OF 8TBBET AFTER GONSTeUOTION OF BAILKOAD. 

Under code sections 461-470, 1270, providing for the condemnation by cities and incorpo- 
rated towns of snch real estate as may be necessary for any legitimate municipal use, a city 
may establish streets over the right of way of a railway company, as over any other private 
property. 

In the absence of express legislation, a railroad company cannot be required to construct 
crossings over its right of way in order to prolong or connect streets established after the 
location and acquisition of the right of way. 

Code 1873, section 1288, providing that every railroad shall " construct at all points where 
such railway crosses any public highway, good, sufficient and safe crossings and cattle guards 
and erect a sign at such points warning persons of the necessity of looking out for the cars,** 
does not include overhead crossings. Oity of Albia>v. 0., B. & Q., 71 N. W. Bep., 541. 



DBLAT IN DBLIVBRY OF FBBIOHT, 

A. Stipulation in a shipping contract that no claim '' for loss or damage to stock,'* shall be 
valid unless presented to the carrier in writing within thirty days thereafter, does not apply 
to damage from depreciation in the market price of stock occasioned by the carrier's negli- 
gence to seasonably deliver to the consignee. Kramer et al. v. 0., M. & St. P., 70 N. W. Bep., 119. 



DBIiTVBRY OF GOODS BT COMMON CARBIBR. 

Delivery of goods by a carrier on order of the consignee, without presentation of bill of 
lading, to one who had paid the consignee therefor, vests title as against one to whom after 
such delivery the consignee transfers the bill of lading. 

A. carrier by placing a car of goods on side track at point designated as most convenient 
for unloading by the person to whom the consignee has sold the goods and directed the car- 
rier to deliver them without presentation of bill of lading, and by notifying such person 
thereof, makes a sufficient delivery to him of the. goods as against one to whom the consignee 
thereafter transfers the bill of lading. Anchor Mill Oo. v. B., C. B. & N., 71 N. W. Bep., 255. 



EMINENT DOMAIN. 

In a proceeding to condemn a right of way, certain witnesses considered the fact that the 
proposed right of way would destroy a connection between two tracts of the land by crossings 
under bridges in a highway. The court charged that the landowner had no right, without 
the consent of the supervisors, to so connect the two tracts, " and you should not consider 
that he had any such right, in arriving at your verdict In this case," and that " any evidence 
upon that subject is withdrawn from your consideration." Held: That the evidence was- 
without prejudice to defendant. Burns v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., 70 N. W. Bep., 728 
19 
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BBGINK DBBAILSD AS[BE8niiT:OFlSTORM. 

The rules of the company provided that whenever violent storms prevailed, trackmen 
should carefully examine the track; that station agents should see that the foreman was on 
hand with his men to protect the track; and that track foremen should immediately on the 
occurrence of such storms, take their men, and proceed over their sections, and, If any place 
was found unsafe, flag approaching trains. A storm having blown a limb upon the track, a 
locomotive picked it up, and carried It into another section, where it derailed the train. The 
accident occurred about 40 minutes after the storm commenced ; and within a little over 20 
minutes after it commenced, but after the train had passed the section where the branch was 
picked up, the trackmen were out inspecting said section. Held: That defendant was not 
negligent in not causijig the section to be examined in advance of the coming of the train. 
Oox V. O., & N.-W., 72 N. W. Rep., 301. 



nUE FROM LOGOMOTIYB. 



That a fire originated from sparks thrown by a locomotive may betestablished by«circum- 
stantlal evidence. Hem mi v. O. G. W. et al., 70 N. W. Rep., 746. 



JOINT BATBS.* 

Acts Twenty-second General Assembly, chapter 28, prohibiting common carriers from 
making unjust discriminations in their charges, applies where railroad companies voluntarily 
fix joint rates. 

Acts Twenty-third General Assembly, chapter 17, section 1, providing that unjust dis- 
crimination made by railroad companies in fixing joint rates shall be punished under acts 
Twenty-second General Assembly, chapter 2^, is constitutional. 

A petition alleging that two railroad companies voluntarily established joint rates, and 
Charged plaintiff a rate in excess of the same joint rates on like shipments, at the same time, 
which were made to other points for like distances over their lines of road, makes a prima 
fcuiie case, showing that they have violated acts Twenty-second General Assembly, chapter 
88, as to discrimination. Blair et al. v. S. 0. & P., 78 N. W. Rep., 1053. 



LOBS OF LIVB STOCK IN TRANSIT. 

In an action to recover the value of horses and other property burned while on defend- 
ant's train, the evidence showed that, at a certain station where the train stopped, plaintiff 
shipper, who by the contract was to accompany the stock, left the car and went to the 
caboose, but left it, before the train started, to return to the stock car. He was not thereafter 
seen on the train. After the train started the car was found to be on, fire, and the stock 
therein was destroyed. Plaintiff claimed to have been left at the station at which the train 
stopped, but his testimony was uncertain and contradictory. There were not as many car- 
casses of horses found in the car as plaintiff claimed to have shipped, and his reputation for 
truth was bad. The evidence tended to show that he set the fire. Held: That he was not 
entitled to recover. Faust v. 0. & N.-W., 73 N. W. Rep., 623. 



PERSONAIi INJURY. 

To Employe In Machine Shop.— An emi^loye operating a machine in defendant's machine 
shops is a fellow servant of a machinist engaged in placing shafting, though the same fore- 
man did not have control over them. 

If the master furnishes suitable trestles and planking for the erection of a scaffold to 
enable a fellow servant of plaintiff to place shafting, plaintiff, who was at work near where 
the scaffold was erected, cannot recover for injuries received on account of a plank falling 



* For full decision in this case, see pages following this digest. 
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from the scaffold by reason of the failure of the fellow seryant to fasten it, whereby it slipped 
by reason of a ladder used to mount the scaffold being placed against it instead of the trestle, 
though the ladder was crooked and was so placed because it stood firmer, where there were 
other ladders the servant could have used which were in perfect condition. Trcka v. B., O R. 
& N., 69 N. W. Rep., 422. 

At HiQhway Crossing.— iL general verdict for plaintiff for injuries caused by a failure of a 
locomotive approaching a highway to give signals at the distance therefrom required by acts 
of the Twentieth General A.8sembly, ch. 104, § 1, whereby plaintiff's horse appro ched near the 
railroad and became frightened, is not overcome by special findings that plaintiff did not look 
or listen for a train before reaching an opening, 134 feet from the railroad, in a hedge extend- 
ing along the side of the highway, ar^d that there was a place between such opening and 
plaintiff's house (the distance not being shown) at which plaintiff could have known of the 
approach of the train if she had looked and listened. Case v. O , M & St. P., 69 N. W Rep., 538. 

To Employe Boarding SvHtch Engine.— Plaintiff, a switchman on defendant's railway, fell 
while attempting to climb upon the footboard of a slowly m[oving switch engine, but caught 
hold of the footboard, by which he was dragged for 167 feet, when his foot was crushed. Dur- 
ing this time he contir ually cried out for the engineer to stop. A person on the footboard, 
near its center, though standing, would be shut off from the view of those on the engine. The 
bell was rioging and there were four persons on the engine, all of whom testified that they 
heard no outcry, but stopped the train at once on being signaled by a bystander. Held: That 
the fact that plaintiff's outcry was heard by persons standing at a distance from the engine 
would not justify a finding that it was heard by those on the engine, and that there was no 
evidence of negligence on the part of any of the employes which would render defendant 
liable for the injury. 

A switchman who stepped in the center of the track, in front of a moving engine, for the 
purpose of climbing on the footboard, and, slipping, fell and was injured by the wheels, where 
both the footboard and handrail extended a foot beyond the rail and could have been reached 
from the side, and when there was another footboard on the rear of the engine, was guilty of 
contributory negligence, precluding a recovery for the injury. Ferguson v. O , M. & St. P., 
69 N W Rep., 1028. 

Beneflcictl Associations —An association organized by a railroad company for the benefit of 
the members in case of injury to them, or of the beneficiaries named in the membership cer- 
tificate in case of their death, the relief fund of which is raised from monthly payments by 
the members, who are employes of the road only, any deficiency being made up by the com- 
pany, is not an insurance company, but a beneficial society. 

An agreement in a certificate of membership in a benefit association organized by a rail- 
road company to which it contributes, and the expenses of which are paid by it, that, in case 
any member or bin beneficiary accepts benefits due by reason of accident on account of his 
membership, the company shall be released from liability on account of the sickness, injury 
or death of such member, is not against public policy. 

A railroad company organized a relief department, solely for its benefit and the benefit of 
its employes who became members thereof. Each member was required to contribute a fixed 
amount monthly to the relief fund, to be used to furnish relief to its members in cases of 
accident or sickness, and, in case of their death, to provide something for their beneficiaries, 
and to make certain, in cases whQre the benefits of the department were accepted, the lia- 
bility of the company for injuries caused by its negligence. Held: That an agreement by the 
company to aid the department by paying its expenses and making up any deficiency in 
benefits due members was cot outside of its powers. 

An employe of a railroad company, which had a relief department for the benefit of its 
employes, was injured. Hfs membership certificate provided that, by accepting benefits due 
him by reason of accident, the company should be relieved from liability on account thereof 
Held: That where he accepted some benefits under a mistake, supposing his injuries were only 
temporary, and he made no effort to return the money after the mistake was ascertained, the 
company was not liable. Maine v. O., B. & Q., 70 N. W. Rep., 630. 

Boarding a Moving Train.— Under the statute of Illinois forbidding any person to board a 
moving train, except in compliance with law. or by permission, under the lawful rules and 
regulations <-f the company, a person injured while attempting tn board a moving train 
within the state of IlUaols cannot recover unless it appears that he was acting in compliance 
with law, or by permission, under the lawful rules of the company. 

Where such attempt was made by the permission or direction of the conductor of the train 
the burden is on the plaintiff to show that the permission or direction relief on was in accord- 
ance with the rules and regulations of the company. Young v. O., M. & St. P., 69 N. W. 
Bep., 682. • 
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To Employe FaJUno in Pit.— Deceased was employed as an engine wiper at defendant's 
roundhouse, and, on a dark night, was ordered to assist the cUnker-plt gang at a turntable. 
On his way to the turntable he fell Into a pit of boiling water discharged from the engines* 
The pit was caused by a break In a sewer used for carrying off such water, and a ditch had 
been dug along such sewer up to the pit. Deceased knew of the ditch, but did not know of 
the pit. There were no guards around It, but a red light was burning about fiye feet from the 
place where deceased fell in. Held: That he was not guilty uf contributory negligence as a 
matter of law. 

In an action for the death of a servant, no presumption arises that he was warned of the 
danger from the absence of evidence that he was not warned. 

In an action for the death of an engine wiper employed by defendant, evidence that before 
he worked for defendant he had been a plasterer, and that the average wages of plasterers at 
the time of his death was $4 per day, was admissible. Grlmmelman v. TTnlon Pacific, 70 N. W. 
Rep , 90. 

lAdblefor Neoligence of FeUow Servants.— A car Inspector required to go between and under 
cars Is exposed to hazards peculiar to the operation of a railroad, within code section 1907, 
making railroad companies liable to their employes for the negligence of fellow servants; 
and recovery can be had for the death of an Inspector killed by the negligent running of 
cars agalost the train under which he was working. ' 

The application of this section of the code to an employe depends on the nature of the 
hazards to which he is aotually exposed; not of those which may have been contemplated in 
his employment. 

A car Inspector killed by the negligent running of cars against the train under which he 
was working was not guilty of contributory negligence, as a matter of law, In not complying 
with a rule requiring him to put a red flag on the train, as a notice of his presence, where he 
had the express promise of the yard foreman, who controlled the movement of trains in tbe 
yard, that no cars should be sent back on that track. Oanon v. O., M. & St. P , 70 N. W. Rep., 
756. 

Malpractice of Companv*e Surgeon.— A. railroad company Is not liable for the malpractice of 
its surgeons in treating Injured employes where It exercises due care and diligence to select 
surgeons who are reasonably competent. Maine v. 0.. B. & Q , 70 N. ?f. Rep., 631. 

At Highway Orossinof.— Where one having control of a team Is driving over a railroad track 
at a street crossing without looking or listening for trains, or, where there are obstructions 
rendering looking useless, without stopping to listen, it is contributory negligence. Moore ▼. 
O., St. P & K 0.. 71 N. W. Rep., 869 

Employe of RaUroad— Where a helper at a rounlbouse knew of the exlsteace of a hole in 
th3 turntable, and had noticed its location every night that he had worked there up to the 
time of the accident, and entered no complaint therefor, he assumed the risk of working on 
such defective turntable though he may have seen the bridge carpenter measuring it; there 
was no promise of repair. 

Where the helper at a roundhouse, knowing that an engine wlthld three feet of the turn- 
table was still moving, voluntarily went in front of it, where there was no emergency com- 
pelling him to act, he cannot recover for injuries received thereby. Oowles v. 0., R. I. & P., 
71 N. W. Rep , 680 

Employe of Railroad —Where it is a servant's duty to keep appliances properly con- 
structed, in safe condition for use, he cannot recover for an injury to himself caused by their 
unsafe condition. Oonway v. O. Q. W., 72 N. W. Rep , 513. 

Employe of Railroad — Thd foreman of a gang of bridge repairers, who is furnished with a 
flag and charged with the duty of signaling approaching trains to slow up if the con- 
dition of the bridge requires It, Is engaged In the operation of the railroad, within the 
meaning of the code of 1873, section 1307, which renders railroad companies Uab e for injuries 
to employes caused by the negligence of co-employes "engeiged in the operation of any rail- 
way"; and the railway company is liable for the death of an employe who was killed by the 
derailment of a train while crossing the bridge owing to the foreman's neglect to signal the 
train to slow up. Keatley v. III. Cent., 72 N. W. Rep., 645. 

Persons on Tra4ik.—FoT many years the bridge and track of a railroad company at and near 
the place of an accident had been in almost constant use as a footpath, so that a path had 
become well worn. Persons living in the neighborhood of the bridge and track, and also tbe 
villagers, used the path in going to and from the depot, village and school. The bridge passed 
over a highway, and access to the bridge was had by means of a ladder. It did not appear 
who erected the ladder. There was no evidence that the company had ever given license to 
use the bridge or track as a footpath, or that it had ever attempted to prevent such use. 
The company's employes knew of the ladder. It was in plain view of all train operatives. 
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and defendants superintendent had been In a position where he might have seen It. Held: 
That a finding that the bridge and track were used as a footpath with the consent of the com 
pany was warranted. 

A railroad company owes no duty to a trespasser on its track until its employes actually 
see him on the track in a place of danger. 

When a railroad company impliedly assents to the use of portions of its track as a foot- 
path, employes operating trains thereon are bound to exercise care to ascertain if persons 
are on the track at those places. Thomas v. 0.» M. & St. P., 72 N. W. Rep., 783. 

At DepoL—A. depot platform had at the north end steps for the use of the public and at 
the south an apron from the ground for the same purpose. There was a well defined footpath 
going from the public street across the track to the pla form. It would not have been proper 
to haye the grounds fenced, nor could the path have well been obstructed. Held: That the 
. railroad company gave no license or invitation to anyone to approach the track by the path, 
and cross the track to the east side of the platform, so as to render it liable to a person 
Injured In so doing, without negligence on its part. Helss v. O., B. I. & P., 72 N. W. Rep., 787. 

At Depot on Icy PI«t/orm— Where a defendant railroad company allowed ice to form 
several days on its platform from the drippings from the roof of its depot, which by the exer 
else of ordinary care could have been known of and either removed or rendered harmless, it 
is negligent and responsible to one who, without negligence, is injured thereby. 

Plaintiff testified that he walked down an inclined depot platform with which he was 
familiar, noticed that there was Ice upon it, and afterwards, within a few minutes, while 
standing near it, carelessly stepped backward upon it, and slipped and fell, injuring himself. 
Held: That his own negligence produced the fall and injury. Waterbury v. 0., M. & St. P., 73 
N. W. Reo.. 341. 

At Highway Crossincr.— In an action for death by wrongful act, it is presumed, until the 
contrary appears, that deceased, prompted by the Instinct of self-preservation, exercised 
ordinary care. Dalton v. O., R. I. & P., 78 N. W. Rep., 349. 

On Street Crostting.— The fact that a railway company lays its tracks in a public street, 
with the space between the main rail and the guard rail wider than is usual or necessary, and 
without proper filling below the balls of the rails, will warrant a Jury in finding negligence in 
an action by one whose foot was crushed by approaching cars before he c )uld extricate it 
from between the main rail and the guard rail, where it w^s caught, while he was walking 
along the street. 

A fourteen year old boy, who is walking along a railroad track in a public street, where 
he has a right to be, is not negligent, as a matter of law, in permitting his attention to be 
diverted from the place where he is walking, to an approaching train; and he is not thereby 
precluded from recovering for injuries to his foot, which was caught in tlie rails, and crushed 
by the cars before he could extricate it. Qoodr&ch v. B., O. R. & N., 72 N W. Rep., 653. 

To RaUrocLd Emplove. -A brakeman, whose attention was taken up in the discharge of his 
duties, was struck by bolts projecting from a truss built on the side of a bridge, when he was 
on a ladder of a freight car. Held: That it could not be said, as a matter of law, that he was 
negligent in not looking out for dangers that resulted from an Improper construction of the 
bridge, and of which he had no knowledge. Brlce v. O , M. & St P., 72 N. W., Rep., 780. 



BBA.SONABLV BA.TBS. 

A railroad company making an unreasonable freight charge is not relieved from liability 
to the shipper In treble damages therefor under acts Twenty- second General Assembly, 
chapter 28, sections 2, 9, by the fact that the rate charged was that fixed by the railroad com- 
missioners under section 17, providing that the commissioners shall make a schedule of rea- 
sonable maximum rates, which shall be '' prima fdcie evidence that the rates therein fixed are 
reasonable." Barrls et al. v. O., B. & Q., 71 N. W. Rep., 339. 



BBFUSAIi TO BBCSIVS GA.BS OF OONNBGTINO LINB. 

Plaintiff shipped lumber to Des Moines over a certain railroad. The cirs were delivered 
to a terminal company, engaged in switching cars, and tendered to defendant company to be 
hauled to points oa defendant's line. Defendant refused to receive the cars, but offered to 
take the lumber on its own cars, stating that the first carrier had forbidden it to use its carp. 
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Plaintiff, in a talk with the original carrier's agent after the original contract of shipment 
was made, obtained from him permission for the nse of the first carrier's cars by defendant 
in the shipment of plaintiff's lumber. Held: That an order directing defendant to receive 
the cars and the lumber loaded thereon tendered by plaintiff, and transfer it over defendant's 
railway to the stations set forth in the application, and to receive and transport " all such 
other and further cars, and lumber loaded thereon, as may be loaded with lumber of plaintiff* 
and under its direction and control, that plaintiff may hereafter tender for shipment over 
defendant's line," was not justified by code section 1808, providing that every railway cor- 
poration shall draw over its road the cars of connecting railways. Green Bay Lumber Oo. v. 
O., R. I. & P., 71 N. W. Rep., 408. 



BEOniiATIOIlS or GABBIBBS. 

Regulations prohibiting passengers from taking dogs with them in passenger cars, and 
requiring payment for carrying dogs in baggage cars, are reasonable. 

Where a passenger takes a dog with him into a passenger car, contrary to the rules of a 
railroad company, and refuses to remove him when requested, the conductor is justified in 
removing both from the car in a proper manner, though the passenger has paid his fare. 
Gregory v. C. & N.-W., 69 N. W. Rep , 532. 



STOCK KILLVD. 

Farm Crossing GhUes Left Op«n.— Defendant's section men closed gates opening from D's 
property on the track twice. After closing them the second time they stopped to repair the 
tracks about fifty yards distant. D passed through the gates and le^t them open, and 
plaintiff's cattle, having escaped from his land onto D's land, went through the gates onto 
the track and were killed. Held: That defendant was not liable. Harding v. O., M. & St. P., 
69 N. W. Rep., 1019. 

On Right of TFdy.— Where the gate in a right of way fence at a farm crossing, which was 
an ordinary gate, sliding between two posts at each end, and to open which it was necessary 
to shove it back on a line with the fence, and then carry it round, appeared to have been 
opened by pushing it back and toward the railroad track, permitting the escape of horses to 
the right of way, no want of ordinary care in the construction or mainten'ince of such gate 
was shown, in the absence of evidence that it was defectively constructed, or out of repair 
or required some other mode of fastening. 

Where the engineer of a train by which horses were killed, first saw suf^h horses as they 
were getting on the track, and on seeing them whistled for brakes, and reversed the engine* 
which was running down grade at twelve to fifteen miles an hour, toward an open bridge* 
there was no sh jwing of negligence in the management of such train. 

In an action for damages for horses killed by a train, where it appeared that such horses 
came on the track by passing through a gate in the right of way fence, the jury should have 
been instructed that, having enclosed the right of way at the place where the horses were, 
defendant was not bound to anticipate that they would be on the track, but had a right 
to presume that the track was clear; and that defendant owed no duty to plaintiff in relation 
to such trespassing animals until their presence was discovered, and then owed only th- 
use of ordinary care to avoid Injury to them. Mears v. O. & N.-W,., 72 N. W. Rep., 609. 

Defective Cattle Gttard.— Where a horse had crossed a defective cattle guard on the right of 
way of a railroad, and after recrossing onto the highway was killed, the defective cattle 
guard will be held to be the proximate cause of the injury, where the immediate cause of the 
horse b-ing on the highway was the defective cattle guard. Riley v. 0., M & St. P., 73 N. W. 
Rep., 488. 



USE OF BIGHT OF WAT A<3 STREET. 

Although it is not shown that the person repre<ienting a railroad company had authority 
to agree with the land owner that part of the right of way should be given for street pure 
poses, the company, by leaving the land unfenced, as paH of the street, and knowing that it 
was so used, and that improvements were maoe in view of. its continued use as a street, 
adopted the agreement. B., O. ti. & N. Ry. Oo. v. Oity of Oolumbas Junction, et al., 73 N. W. 
Rep., 501. 
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■:DE0ISI0N of IOWA supreme court in matter op joint RATE9. 

Lin the Supreme Oourt of Iowa. Filed January 27, 1898.] 
cr J. R. Blair, appellee, y. The Sioux Oity & Pacific Railway company, and the Chicago St 
North- Western. Railway company, appellants. 

H. Holloway, appellee, v. The Slouz City & Pacific Railway company, and the Chicago St 
North- Western Railway company, appellants. 

John R. Brown as administrator of the estate of A. Brown, deceased, substituted as plain- 
tiflP, appellee, v. The Sioux City & Pacific Railway company, and the Chicago & North- Western 
Railway company, appellants. 

G. W. Macoy, appellee, v. The Sioux City & Pacific Railway company, and the Chicago St 
North-Western Railway company, appellants. 

Appeal from Pottawattamie district court, N. W. Macy, Judge. 

Action to recover of the defendants for alleged unreasonable, extortionate and illegal 
freight charges on hay. 

Judgment against defendant companies and they appeal. 

Hubbard & Dawley, for appellants; Harl & McOabe, and Spenoer Smith, for appellees. 

By the Court.— 1, These four cases are presented on one record and are to be disposed of in 
one opinion. The pleadings and rulings and the orders and judgments entered are alike in 
each case save and except as to the amount involved and as to the amount of the Judgments. 
The pleadings and rulings cover sixty-four printed pages, and the statement of them by 
appellant covers fifteen printed pages. It will therefore be seen that it is not practicable to 
set out even a full summary of them, but we shall endeavor to make a statement of the 
material portions and of the rulings, to the end that what we may say may be correctly 
understood and properly applied. 

These plaintiffs, between January 1, 1830, and the bringing of these suits in 1893, shipped 
baled hay from Whiting and Blencoe, fowa, stations on the line of the Sioux City & Pacific 
railway, to Council Bluffs, Iowa, a station on the line of the Chicago & North-Western rail- 
way. The original petition charges that the defendants "charged, demanded and received 
of plaintiffs for naid shipments the sum of two local tariffs of said lines from Whiting (or 
Blencoe) to Missouri Valley, and from Misscuiri Valley to Council Bluffs; that at and about 
the time said shipments of baled hay were made * * * the defendant corporations were 
charging on shipments of baled hay from said said stations of Whiting and Blencoe to points 
on the Chicago & North-Western railway east of Missouri Vallev, avd for the like distance 
from the point of shipment as Council Blufft^, the Joint rate tariff fixed by the board of rail- 
way commissioners of the state of Iowa, which joint rate tariff was less for like distance 
than the sum of the two locals charged by these defendants on shipments made at about the 
same time, of the same merchandise, and for like distance, to points on the line of defendants' 
roads'." It then stated that the charge of the sum of the two local tariffs as aforesaid was in 
excess of the Joint rate for like distances as fixed by the railway commission; that said charge 
was a violation of the joint rate law, and constituted an uojust discrimination, and was an 
unreasonable and extortionate charge. That plaiatiff was damaged by reason of said extor- 
tionate and unjust charges and discrimioation aad charges in excess of joint rates fixed by 
said railway commissioners, a certain sum, which was stated. That more than fifteen days 
before the commencement of this action written notice and demand was made upon each of 
said defendants for the amount of damages a'^cruing to plaintiff on each of said shipments, 
and defendants have fail«>d to pay the same, whereby they have become liable to plaintiffs in 
three times the amount of the said damages, and Judgment is claimed for said sum. The defend- 
ants demurred to these petitions upon the ground that there was no law requiring the defend- 
ants to make a Joint rate for the shipment of freight over their lines; that the provisions of 
chapter 28, acts of the Twenty-second Ganeral Assembly, and of chapter 17, acts of the 
Twenty-third General Assembly, are unconstitutional, being in violation of the federal and 
state constitutions; that the board of railway commissioners had no authority to fix a Joint 
rate for shipments over the defendants' lines of railway: that it was not unlawful for each 
of the defendants to charge its regular local tariff for transporting said hay; that it was not 
lulawful for the defendants to charge in the aggregate for shipments the sum of two local 
tariffs on said Hoes; that it was not averred that the board of railway commissioners had 
given notice to defendants of the hearing at which the alleged joint rates were fixed, and that 
there is no Joint liabiliiy of the defendants shown by the petition. 

Said demurrer was overruled, and thereafter plaintiff filed an amendment to his petition 
alleging: 

**That the shipments which have been referred to in the petition herein were through 
shipments from Whiting to Council Bluffs ; that through billing was issued therefor and a 
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through rate for the traasportatlon thereof fixed, demanded and received by the defendants; 
that the said rate so fixed, demanded and received by the defendants for transportation of 
said hay equaled the sum of the two local tariffs from Whiting to Missouri Valley and from 
Missouri Valley to Oouncil Bluffs, and that said charge was unreasonable, unjust, extortion- 
ate aad discriminating, in excess of the joint rate fixed by the board of railway commission- 
ers of the state of Iowa and in excess of the joint rates fixed and charged by the defendants 
for joint shipments of like character for like distance on their respective lines at or about 
the time of the shipments in controversy herein, as is more fully alleged in plaintiff's original 
petition." 

To the petition as amended the defendants again demurred for substantially the same 
reasons set out in the first demurrer. Before this demurrer had been ruled upon, the plain- 
tiff again amended its petition, alleging that the through billing of the hay was made by 
defendants In pursuance of a contract or agreement entered into between defendants for the 
through transportation of freight over their respective lines, and establishing between them 
joint through rates for such transportation of freight from points on the Sioux Oity A Pacific 
railway to points on the line of the Chicago & North- Western railway, and from points on the 
latter railway to points on the former railway, and providing for a division of such through 
rates in proportion to the mileage of said shipments over each of said respective lines, said 
contract covering all points in Iowa on their respective lines; 

That said freight was received in pursuance of said agreement by said Sioux Oity & Pacific 
company, it under said contract fixing a through rate therefor and collecting the same, and 
thereafter making division thereof with its co-defendant pursuant to said contract. 

*' That said through joint rate on said shipments so charged to this plaintiff exceeds 80 per 
cent of the sum of the two locals from the point of shipment to Missouri Valley and from 
Missouri Valley to Oouncil Bluffs/' 

That, during the entire period covered by the shipments referred to, the defendants, on 
their through shipments to points on the line of the Ohicago & North-Westem railway east of 
Missouri Valley, charged as a through joint rate 80 per cent of the two local tariffs from the 
point of shipment to Missouri Valley and from Missouri Valley to the point of destination. 

The defendants filed a motion to strike a part of this amendment. The demurrer and the 
motion to strike were overruled. • 

A motion which had previously been made for the production of books and papers was by 
agreement sustained. 

Thereupon the defendant, the Ohicago & North- Western Railway company, filed its answer 
admitting that plaintiff shipped the hay claimed, at and for the rates, charges and prices 
stated in the petition. 

Admits that on joint shipments over the Sioux Oity & Pacific railroad from Whiting to 
Missouri Valley and thence east from the Valley over the Ohicago & North-Westem railway, 
they charged 80 per cent of the sum of the two locals as alleged; admits the service of the 
written notice and demand. 

Admits that plaintiff's bhipments were made on a through billing by virtue of an agree- 
ment between the defendants and that the rates charged were divided between them in pur- 
suance of such agreement and admits that said joint through rate on said shipments so 
charged the plaintiff for a greater portion of the time exceeded 80 per cent of the sum of the 
two locals. 

That from July 9, 1890, to April, 1893, the rate was less than 80 per cent of the two locals. 

Admits that during the entire period covered by the shipments of plaintiff the defend- 
ants on their through shipments to points on the line of the Chicago & North- Western rail- 
way, east of Missouri Valley, charged as a through joint rate 80 per cent of the two local 
tariffs from the point of shipment to Missouri Valley and from Missouri Valley to the point 
of destination. 

Avers that the rate charged plaintiff was less than the sum of the two local tariffs 
between the points heretofore mentioned. 

That on July 9, 1890, the defendants put in operation a special joint tariff on baled hay of 
.0544 and all shipments of plaintiff after that date were made under such joint tariff. , 

Avers that during all of the time of the shipments made by the plaintiff as alleged by 
him, the defendant had the lawful right to charge its local tariff from Missouri Valley to 
Council Bluffs on said shipments and denies that the charge made and collected of the plain- 
tiff was unlawful or that it constituted discrimination, extortion or an unreasonable charge. 

That from February, 1889, the distance tariff and classification made by the Iowa railroad 
commissioners has been in force over the defendant's lines; it has not made any charge in 
excess thereof and such rates were reasonable by force of the statutes of the state. The 
plaintiff filed a further amendment to his petition alleging that the tariff charged by the 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 297 

defendants on shipments to points on its line of road east of Missouri Valley was less than 
the sum of the two locals and less than the tariff charged plaintiff on shipments of the same 
kind for like distances to Oouncil Bluffs. 

That the amounts charged to plaintiff on such shipments referred to in the petition 
exceeded the tariff charged for like shipments at and about the same time and for like dis- 
tances to points east of Missouri Valley by the amount claimed as overcharge in the petition* 
The defendant filed a motion and a demurrer to the petition and amendments. The demurr.er 
was in effect the same as the one before referred to. Prior answers filed were wit hdrawn and 
the demurrer was overruled, whereupon the defendant reflled its answer. The defendant 
also answered in denial of the facts stated in the last amendment. 

Thereupon the plaintiff filed a further amendment as a substitute for a prior one and in 
substantially the same language, which pleading was verified by one of the plaintiffs* 
attorneys and there was annexed thereto interrogatories to be answered by the defendant. 

Thereafter defendant moved to strike said amendment, which motion was overruled and 
the defendants were given ten days in which to answer the interrogatories. Defendants then 
filed an answer to said amendment denying the allegations therein contained. 

On the same day defendants filed objections and exceptions to the interrogatories because 
the same were not attached to plaintiff's original petition; because the btatute did not require 
a corporation to answer interrogatories attached to pleadings; because all of them were 
immaterial, irrelevant and incompetent. This motion was overruled and the defendant 
allowed ten days to answer interrogatories. 

After the expiration of the ten days plaintiff moved to strike the answer from the files 
because the defendant had failed and refused to conform to the order and rule of the court 
requiring them to produce books and papers, And because they had neglected and refused to 
answer the interrogatories. 

Thereafter the court granted the defendant leave to answer the interrogatories without 
prejudice to plaintiff's motion to strike. Whereupon the defendant filed its answer to said 
interrogatories. Near.y ali of the answers were in the following language: "I do not know; 
and I further state that 1 know of no officer of the defendant corporation that has actual 
personal knowledge of the facts called for in this interrogatory " 

These answers were sworn to by the general manager of the defendant who says **that the 
information required by the said interrogatories is not within my actual personal knowledge 
nor the actual personal knowledge of any officer of this answering defendant corporation." 
Thereupon the plaintiff moved to strike said answers because they were a manifest and pal- 
pable evasion and ulsregard of the order of the court; because the answers are shown to be 
made by a person having no knowledge from which to make answer; said answers do not pre- 
tend to give the information and knowledgis of the defendant with reference to the matters 
that were the subject matter of the interrogatories. 

This motion was sustained and defendant ordered to make full and candid answers to 
said interrogatories before August 27, 1895. 

The defendant then filed an answer to said interrogatories averring that its answers there- 
tofore filed were full, candid and true and reiterated the same as its answer. 

Another motion to strike this last answer was filed by plaintiff because the answer was 
immaterial, irrelevant and flippant. 

Thereafter the court entered an order striking the amended answer to interrogatories 
from the files and also ordered that as defendant had failed to file full and candid answers to 
the interrogatories as required by the court that in default thereof the answer filed In the 
case by the defendant should be quashed and stricken from the files. 

Thereafter defendant was adjudged to be in fault and on the pleadings and proof adduced 
by the plaintiff a judgment was entered in each case agaiast the defendant, which was 
ordered to draw 6 per cent iuterest from its date. 

The defendant excepted to the judgment and to all rulings made againttt it 

2. Appellant's counsel contend that the petition can not be treated as stating a 
cause of action for discrimination under the common law. We are satisfied that no such 
claim is made in th i pleadings; we think the cause of action is based upon the statute. It is 
not to be denied that the petition, and the several amendments thereto, are not as clear and 
definite in statement, fixing the basis of the cause of action, as they m'ght be. 

A careful consideration of all of the pleadings leads us to the following conclusions: The 
original petition und- rtook to state a causa of action: 

Fi'St.— For violation of joint rates which were fixed by the board of railway commls- 
Blor>ers. 

Second —For a violation of the joint rate law. 

TWrd— For unjust discrimination, extortion, etc 
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A further paragraph in the petition as to damagcis sustains our view of the purpose of the 
pleader. It reads *'th it plaintiff w%s damaged by reason of said extortionate and unjust 
charges and discrimination, and charges in excess of the joint rates fixed by the board of rail- 
way commissioners," eto. 

This action was commenced before this court had determined the case of the State v. O., B* 
& Q By. Co., 90 Iowa, 594; 58 N. W. Rep., 1060. By subsequent amendments to the petition, the 
claim for recovery, so far as it had theretofore been based upon the thought that the rates 
charged were in excess of the joint rates fixed by the railway commissioners, seems, to have 
been ab indoned. 

These amendments placed plaintiff's right to recover upon two grounds: 

Fir«t.— That the defendants had voluntarily established j iat rates between the points 
named in the petition and Oouncil Bluffs, and likewise between the shipping points and points 
on the line of the Chicago & North-Western railway east of Missouri Valley; and that said 
joint rate charged the plaintiff on his shipments to Oouncil Bluff •« constituted an unjust dis- 
crimination against him as to his said shipments from Whiting to Oouncil Bluffs; and 

iSeeond.— That said rates so charged the plaintiff were unreasonable and extortionate and 
in violation of the joint rate law. 

Inasmuch as by the amendments it appears that the rate in fact charged the plaintiff 
was less than the rate fixed by the railway commission, it is clear that upon the Issues as 
finally made there could have been no intent to claim a recovery on an alleged charge greater 
than that fixed in said commission's rates. 

As we view the pleadings, both the original petition and the amendments stated a cause 
of action for discrimination, and in theamend ments the further cause of action was stated 
that these defendants had voluntarily established a joint rate over their lines of railway and 
that they had charged the plaintiff a rate in excess of the same joint rate, on like shipments, 
at the same time, which were made to other points for a like distance over their lines of road. 

Appellant contends, and correctly, that the joint rates attempted to be established by 
the board of railway commissioners under chapter 17, acts of the Twenty-third General 
Assembly, were held void and of no effect. State v. 0., B. & Q , Ry. Co., supra. 

In that case the validity of the joint rate law was not passed upon; the holding was, in 
effect, that, if the law was valid, the joint rates attempted to be established by the railway 
commission were invalid because notice was not given to the railway companies as the stat- 
ute required. 

In the same case it was said that chapter 28 of the acts of the Twenty-second General 
Assembly did not refer to joint rates. 

What was said in that case, was with reference to the authority or power of the commis- 
sioners to fix a joint rate; that was the subject under consideration. 

in acts of the Seventeenth General Assembly, chapter 77, section 13, it is provided that "no 
railroad company shall charge, demand or receive from any person, company or corporation 
an unreasonable price for the transportation of * * * property * * *." 

The next section of the same act provided as a punishment for a violation of the pro- 
visions of the act that such violation should forfeit to the party aggrieved three times the 
actual damages sustained or overcharges paid, with costs and attorney's fees 

By the act of the Twenty-second General Assembly, chapter 28, which, In terms, applies to 
all cases of the transportation of property by railroads within the state, it is provided that 
" all charges made for any service rendered * * * in the transportation of * * * property in 
this state, * * * shall be reasonable and just; and every unjust and unreasoaable charge 
for such services is prohibited and declared unlawful." 

" If any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, directly or indirectly, 
by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, demand, collect or receive 
from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for any service rendered * * *, in 
the transportation of * * * property subject to the provisions of this act, than it charges, 
demands, collects or receives from any other persons for doing * * ♦ a like and contempo- 
raneous service ia the transportation of a like kind of traffic, such common carrier shall be 
deemed guilty of uojust discrimination * * *.'* Acts Twenty-second General Assembly* 
chapter 28, section 3. 

Section i of the same act prohibits the giving of any preference or advantage to any par- 
ticular person * * * or locality * * * in any respect whatsoever, and likewise problblts the 
subjecting of any person or locality to any prejudice or disadvantage in any respect. 

In section 5 of the same act it is provided " and said common carrier shall charge no more 
for transporting freight to or from any point on its railroad than a fair and just rate as com- 
pared with the price it charges for the same kind of freight transportation to or from any 
other point." 
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By section 9 of the same act the violation of the proyisions of the chapter are made to 
subject the offending carrier to three times the amount of the damages sustained, with costs 
and attorney fees. Appellant contends, and appellee seems ti concede, that the foreKoing 
provisions had in contemplation single line railway, and had no application to joint rates 
voluntarily established between two or more lines of railway. 

The language used is broad enough to apply to and cover all shipments, whether made 
over a single line or over two or more lines, and we think the provisions quoted are as appli- 
cable to the one case as to the other. 

There is nothing in State v. O., B. & Q By. Go. supra, at aU in conflict with this holding; as 
we have Indicated the sole question considered ia that case so far as it discussed the pro- 
visions of chapter 28. acts Twenty -second General Assembly, was that that chapter did not 
make provisions for the compulsory fixing of joint rates. That opinion recognizes the fact 
that chapter 28 contemplated that railway companies might voluntarily make joint rates. 
We discover no renson why the provisions of the act of the Twenty-second General A.ssembly 
as to discriminations and the punishment therefor should not be applied to cases wherein the 
railway companies voluntarily fix joint rates. 

That such was the intention of the legislature is plain, for in chapter 17, acts Twenty- 
third General Assembly, section 1, it is provided ** that chapter 28 of the acts of the Twenty- 
second General Assembly be and the same hereby is amended as follows: That said chapter 
28 of the acts of the Twenty-second General Assembly shall not be construed to prohibit 
the making of rates by two or more railroad companies for the transportation of property 
over two or more of their respective lines of railroad within this state, and a less charge 
by each of said railroad companies for its portion of such joint shipment than it charges 
for a shipment for the same distance wholly over its ^wn line within the state, shall not be 
coDsidered a violation of ch pter 28 of the acts of the Twenty-second General Assembly, and 
shall not render such railroad company liable to any of. the penalties of said act, but the 
provisions of this section shall not be construed to permit railway companies, establishing 
joint rates, to make by such joint rates any unjust discrimination between the different ship- 
ping points or stations upon their respective lines between which joint rates are established, 
and any such unjust discrimination shall be punished in the manner and by the penalties 
provided by chapter 28 of tneactsof the Twenty-second General Assembly." 

If this section is valid and in force it also clearly covers a case of discrimination under a 
voluntary joint rate. 

It is contended that this whole chapter 17, acts Twenty-third General .Assembly, providing 
for joint rates, is unconstitutional and void. The constitutionality of this entire act was 
upheld in B., O. R. & N. Ry Oo. v. Diy, 83 Iowa, 312; 48 N. W. Rep., 98. 

In that case Judges Bothrock and Robinson dissented from the h >lding as to a part of the 
statute. As to section 1 of the act, however, the court was united in holding it constitutional. 

On the second appeal in the same case, 89 Iowa, 13; 56 N. W. Rep.. 267, the former opinion 
was adhered to as being the law of the case. In that opinion the writer said: " In thus dis- 
posing of this case we are not to be understood as approving of the correctness of the former 
holding. Borne of us are content, with the result reached in the former opinion, others— the 
writer included— do not approve of some of the reasoning and conclusions found in the opin- 
ion rendered by a majority of the court as then con&tituted, and do not wish to be bound by 
it in any other case." 

Whatever might be the views of a majority of this court as now constituted as to other 
sections of chapter 17, acts Twenty-third General Assembly, we have no doubt of the consti- 
tationality of section 1 of the act. In the case at bar the validity of other sections of the act 
is not involved, and hence not decided. 

The sections heretofore quoted clearly define what shall be deemed discrimination. It 
can not be doubted that the facts recited in the petition as well as in the amendments 
thereto make a prima facie case of violation of the statute as to discrimination. The plaintiff, 
shipping hay fsom Whiting to Oouncil Bluffs, was charged more than the defendant charged 
others for a like service, at the same time, for shipments the same distance between points 
on the Sioux Olty & Pacific railway and points on the Chicago & North- Western railway. 
The demurrers were properly overruled. 

We are not determining whether or not, when joint rates are thus voluntarily established, 
the railway companies might not under som') circumstances charge one person more for car- 
rying the same kind of freight a like distance than they charge another person. 

Whether such discrimination would be "unjust discrimination" within the meaning of 
section 1, chapter 17, acts of the Twenty-third General Assembly, we need not here decide. 

Such discrimination would be presumably unjust. 
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Third,— 'Error is assigned upon the rulings of the court requiring the defendants to answer 
the interrogatories attached to the plaintiff's amended petition. 

It is said that corporations cannot make answers to interrogatories provided by our stat- 
ute to be annexed to pleadings, and that no provision is made requiring them to make answers 
thereto. The statute provides that either party may annex to his pt-tition, answer or reply, 
written interrogatories to any one or more of the adverse parties concerning any of the mate 
rial matters in issue in the action, the answer to which, on oath, may be read by either p^rty 
as a deposition between the party interrogating and the party answering. 

Code, section 2603: The party answering may. In addition to responding to the interroga- 
tories, state any new matter concerning the cause of action 

Oode, section 2691: The answer to the interrogatories must be verified by the affidavit of 
the party answering to the effect that the statem nts in them made of his own personal knowlr- 
edge are true, and those made from information he believes to be true. 

Code, section 2608: Appellant's counsel seem to discover a difficulty under the statute in 
requiring a corporation to answer because by the statute the answer is to be made by a "party" 
and that party is to verify the answers; that the answers are to be used as testimony; and 
that only human beings can give testimony ( Jode, section 8636); that a corporatio s being an 
artificial person, cannot give testimony nor take an oath nor be convicted of perjury. We 
may add that the same can be said of a Cupartnership. 

These and other objections do not impress us as showing that tbe legislature dil not 
intend these provisions of the statute to apply to corporations. The objections are purely 
technical and without real merit. 

The statute is general in terms, its language is broad enough to apply to a corporation as 
to a person, and we are not authorised to engraft upo«i it, by construction, an exception which 
it do^s not appear that the legislature Intended to make, and which the policy of the law 
clearly dictates should not be made. 

This precise question has never been determined by this court, but it was in Gk>llobitsch 
V. Rallbow, 84 Iowa, 667; 51 N. W. Rep., 18, "when the party to whom the interrogatories are 
addressed is a corporation, the answer must necessarily be given by a duly authorized officer 
or representative." 

We held in Bailey v. The Union Pacific Railway Company, garnishee, 62 Iowa, 3S8; 17 N. W. 
Rep., 667, that our statute relating to taking the answers of a garnishee applied to a corpora- 
tion, and that the end of the statute must be accomplished by taking the answer of the corpo- 
ration in Wi iting through some officer or agent authorized by the company to make it. 

Nor are most of the cases cited by counsel foi* appellant any nearer in puint. 

It is provided in our statute that " in the construction of the statutes the following rules 
shall be observed unless such construction would be inconsistent with the manifest intent of 
the general assembly or repugnant to the context of the statute. • • • 

The word " person *' may be extended to bodies corporate. 

The policy of the law Is to place corporations, so far as practicable, on the same footing 
and subject to the same statutory provisions as apply to individuals. Oases are cited holding 
that in order to maintain a bill of discovery against a corporation, one of its officers must be 
made a party defendant to the bill In order that a discovery may be had from the natural 
person thus made a defendant. 

Also cases in which corporations were defendants and in which an application was made 
for an order for the examination of some officer of such corporation under statutes authoriz- 
ing the examination of a party to the action, wherein the courts held that the htatute limited 
the power to an order for an examination of "a party to the action," and the officers sought 
to be examined were not such parties. None of these cases appear tons applicable to the 
question before us. Here the stat ute Imposes a duty on a party to the action, whether that party 
be a natural person or a corporation. That duty Is to answer interrogatories attached to a 
pleading The corporation could have attached ioterrogatorles to its answer and insisted on 
the plaintiff answering them; this right carries with it the reciprocal duty of responding in 
in turn when interrogatories are propounded to it. 

Manifestly the corporation— as such— cannot make answer. It can only act through its 
officers and agents. How, then, is the statutory duty to be discharged? Clearly in the only 
way it can be done— by the proper agent of the corporation making its answers. 

Whether he can personally be punl.^hed for contempt for falling to answer is not material 
to the determination of the question before us In Missouri the court, speaking of a case 
where one party was a corporation, and an affidavit for change of venue was made by its 
secretary, said, after citing a number of cases holding that the affidavit must be made by a 
party: ** But these cases cannot rule where the party making the application is a corpora- 
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tion, for in such cases the application must be made by an officer or agent from necessity." 
St. Louis, O. H. & 0. By. Oo. v. Fowler, 80 8. W. Rep., 1060. We think the action of the court 
in requiring the interrogatories to be answered was proper. 

Fourth —It is urged that the Interrogatories need not be answered ^acause they were not 
annexed to the petition, and because they were immaterial to the issues, and because the 
affidavits attached to them were not male by the plaintiffs, but by their attorney. Some of 
the Interrogatories were certainly material. 

It would be exceedingly technical to say that bscause the statute requires the interroga- 
tories to be annexed to the petition (Oode, section 2098), therefore annexing them to an 
amended petition was not a compliance with the law. 

There is no merit in such a contention. 4s to the objection that the affidavit was not 
made by the plaintiff but by his attorney, it is sufficient to say that it appears to have been 
first raised In this court, and hence cannot be considered. 

Fifth— It is said that the interrogatories were fully answered. In the statement of the 
case we set out the answers. 

The lower court rightfully struck them out. They showed on their face that no attempt 
had been made in good faith to answer the interrogatories fairly and candidly. The answers 
showed a studied attempt to avoid complying wlbh the law bv entering a disclaimer on part 
of the answering officers as to any personal knowledge as to the matters inquired about. 

Counsel for appellant admit in argument, and tha fact would be apparent if not admitted* 
that the information sought by the interrogatories was In the possession of the defendant 
corporations, was shown by its books and papers, in the custody of its officers and for all that 
appears easily and speedily accessible to the answering officers- Studiously avoiding all 
these sources of information, in their own possession as officers of the defendant, they 
answer that they have no personal knowledge as to the matters inquired about and they 
know of no officer of the defendant having such personal knowledge. Under the circum- 
stances, with the means of knowledge in their own possession, these answers presented a 
very clear case of trifling wi^h the court. In Sloane v. Southern Oalifornia Railway Co., 44 
Pac. Bep., 820, it is saia in the syllabus, which is sustained by its decision, '* 1 corporation 
cannot deny for want of sufficient Information and belief if the matters alleged a^e pre- 
sumptively within the knowledge of any of its offlr^ers, though the officer verify! >g the 
answers is himself without any information or belief on the subj<>.ct " The court was exceed- 
ingly lenient and more than once extended the time of the defendants to answer the inter- 
rogatories. His action in strikiag these ai^swers and the answers in the case was. In all 
respects, proper. 

Oode, sections 2809, 2700. 

Sixth,— The court allowed interest on the treble damages claimed from the time the alleged 
cause of action accrued to the date of the judgment. We think this was error. 

This statute is penal in character and, th'^refore, liability should be limited to the amount 
fixed by the statute as compensation for the damages sustained, to-wit: The treble damages, 
attorneys* fees and costs. 

The following decisions under other statutes are applicable: 

Brentner v. 0., M. & St. Paul B'y Co., 68 Iowa, 580; 23 N. W. Rep., 246, and 27 N. W. Rep. 

605. 
Herriman v. B., R. & N. R'y Oo ,57 Iowa, 187; 9 N. W. Rep., 878, and 10 N. W. Rep., 840. 

Plaintiffs, however, having filed in this court an offer to remit the excessive amount 
allowed, it is ordered that judgment in eaoh case be reduced in the following amount: 

In Blair v. these defendants, in the sum of $86.75. 

In Halloway v. these defendants. In the sum of 1481.74. 

In Brown v. these defendants In the sum of 197 80. 

In Odacoy v. these defendants. In the sum of 1185 70. 

The death of A.. B. Brown, a plaintiff, is suggested, and John R. Brown, his administrator, 
is substituted as a party plaintiff. ' 

The judgment of the court below, as thus modified, in each case will stand affirmed, 
including the allowance therein made of attorneys* fees, and said modified judgments will 
draw 6 per cent interest from the date they were rendered in the district court. 

Affirmed. 

We dissent from the conclusions of the majority. As the legislature has cured our objec- 
tions by a statute enacted since the trial of this case in the court below, a statement of the 
reasons for the dissent is not important. 

DssMSB AND Ladd, Judgcs. 

N )TB— The opinion of the court was prepared by Kinne, O. J., substantially as it now 
appears, and after his retirement from the bench was adopted by the majority as the opinion 
of the court. 
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DECISION OF MINNESOTA SUPREME COURT IN MATTER OF REASONABLE RATES. 

Steenerson et al. ▼. Great Northern Ry. Go. 

[Supreme Court of Minnesota-C October 20, 1897.1 
Rallroadcommisslon—Dlscrimiuation— Reduction of rates— Reasonableness— Burden of proof 
—Review by court— Judicial notice— Value of railroad terminals— How determined- 
Income— Interest— Net earnings— Gross earnings— Oobt of reproducing road— Feeders. 

First.— Under chapter 10, general laws 1887, as amended by chapter 106, laws 1891, the state 
railroad and warehouse commission, when rf>ducing rates on the complaint of any one that 
rates between certain points on a certain railroad are too high, may, for the purpose of pre- 
venting discrimination by its own acts, reduce the rates on the whole line or system. 

Second —The question whether the rates for transportation fixed by the state railroad and 
warehouse commission are unreasonable and confiscatory Is not df^termlned by the fact that 
the income under the rates as so fixed will cot pay the amount of the fixed charges of the 
railroad. Neither can the amount at which th.e railroad sold years ago on mortgage fore- 
closure sale be taken as the basis on which to determine what are reasonable rates, but that 
question is determined by ascertaining what, under all the circumstances, is a reasonable 
Income on the cost of reproducing the road at the present time. 

Third — Under said nhapttr 10, as so amended, the burden is on the railroad company to 
show that the rates fixed by the commission are unreasonable. 

Fourth.— Held: The fixing of rates is a legislative or administrative act. not a judicial 
one, and under the constitution the court cannot place Itself in the shoes of the commission 
and try d« novo the question what are reasonable rates; and on appeal under said statutes 
the court can review the ac&s of the commission only so fir as to determine whether the rates 
fixed by it are unreasonable and confiscatory, and to what extent. In much the same manner 
as an appellate court determines whether or not the verdict of a jury is excessive, and to 
what extent. 

Fifth —On appeal from the commission the court should take judicial notice of all those 
general matters of which the commission should have khowledge, and on which it would act 
without proof thereof made on formal hearing. 

Sixth.— Evidence examined in the light of the court's findings, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining what it would cost to reproduce the terminals of the Great Northern system at 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, and ^ hat. it would cost to r*- produce the rest of the lines of that 
system within this state. 

Seventh.— Yf here the market price of urban or suburban property in or near a rapidly 
growing city is higher than is warranted by any annual income which can be obtained from 
any use to which the property can at present be put, and such excess In market value is 
caused by the an tin] pailon of still higher prices in the future. Held: A reasonable annual 
Income on the cost of reproducing railroad terminals out of su*.h property Is less than a 
reasonable income on the cost of reproducing other portions of the road, which, when 
reproduced, are not likely to Increase in value. Hdd: The public, and not the courts, must 
be the judge of whether or not such property will Increase In value in the future, and, if so 
how much. What is the lowest rate of annual Income oi the cost of reprodu'^ing such ter- 
minals in Minneapolis and St. Paul, which the courts would uphold as not being confiscatory, 
is not decided ; but it Is Tield that a net Income of 2^ per cent per annum on such cost is, 
under t he circumstances, a liberal income. 

Eighth.— The great fall in the last few years in rates of interest, and In what are reasonable 
rates of income on capital Invested, noticed, aad the reasons for such fall stated. Held: A 
net income of 5 per cent in 1891 on the cost of reproducing all of said railroads except the 
terminals was not, under the circumstances, unreasonable or confiscatory. 

Ninth.— The railroad lines In question extend beyond the st'ite, and, for the purpose of 
determining the net earnings of the part of the lines within this state, the different methods 
proposed by counsel for apportioning the gr^ss earnings among the states is considered, 
Held: The gross earnings on the through trafSc extending across this state and into other 
states should not be apportioned on the "mileage basis," as that would give Minnesota the 
benefit of the higher rates which the carrier Is entitled to charge in the more thinly settled 
country further west, where the traffic is lighter. Held: Further, such gross earnings cannot 
be apportioned on the theory that the patrons of the part of the lines within this state are 
not entitled to the benefit which should naturally come to them from the fact that just 
beyond the borders of this state there is a large area of fertile territory which furnishes a 
large amount of railroad traffic, which co-operates with similar traffic within this btate to 
make reasonable rates lower than they otherwise would be; and a railroad which extended 
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from St. Paul and Minneapolis or Duluth to the west line of the state, and there terminated, 
without connections or feeders beyond, would not be an enterprise planned or conducted on 
business principles. 

Tenth.— When any feeder or extension, portion of a railroad line or system, is an incum' 
brance on the rest of the line or system, so that the rest of the line or system would at the 
same rates produce more net income if such portion did not exist (that is, if all the gross 
earnings on all the traffic passing over such portion, and on the vhole length of the haul on 
such traffic, will not pay the operating expenses on such traffic for the whole length of 
such haul, and pay for the wear and tear on the line or system caused by such additional 
traffic, and also pay a reasonable income on the cost of reproducing such, portion of the 
line), and these conditions are not of a temporary character, but are the result of building 
the feeder or extension where there was not sufficient business to Justify its existence, then 
such portion of the line is not self-supporting, but U an incumbrance on, and not a feeder of, 
the rest of the lice or system, and, in determining what are reasonable rates for the rest of 
the line or system, such portion may be rejected. Held: Under the statute, the burden was 
on the railway company to show that the western portion of its line was self-supporting. 

EUveTUh.—Iield: Under the statute, the burden was on the railway company to show 
what portion of the gross earnings on through business should be apportioned to Minnesota; 
that it failed to maintain this burden, and on the evidence, therefore, failed to prove that the 
rates fixed by the commission are confiscatory. 

Twelfth —The evidence examined for the purpose of ascertaining as near as possible the 
cost of reproducing the whole of the lines and terminals, and hddy that the income on the 
same in 1894, with the rates as reduced by the commission, would produce 2% per cent net 
income on the cost of reproducing the terminals, and 5 per cent net income on the cost of 
reproducing the rest of the road, and that, under the circumstances, the same is a fairly 
liberal Income. 

Thirteenth.— There are a number of feeders and portions of railroad lines which are sepa- 
rately incorporated, but which in fact form parts of the railway system of the Great Northern 
Railway company. There is also a steamship line on the great lakes, and a very valuable 
coal mine in Montana, each of which is separately Incorporated. All, or nearly all, of the 
stock of etch of these other corporations is owned by the Great Northern Railway company, 
and it or its officers manage and control all of these other corporations. The profits of each 
of them depend almost wholly on the division of profits on business In which it and the Great 
Northern Railway company are jointly concerned, and such division is a mere matter of 
bookkeeping. Some of these other corporations appear by the reports of the Great Northern 
company to have made very large net profits during the year in question. Held: The bur- 
den was on the Great Northern Railway company, in this case, to show that the division of 
profits between it and these other corporations was fair and reasonable, and it failed to 
maintain that burden. 

(Syllabus by the court.) 

Appeal from district court, Ramsey county; John W. Willis and Charles D. Kerr, judges. 

Elias Steenerson, the state of Minnesota, and others appeared before the railroad commis- 
sion, which reduced the rates on grain on the lines of the Great Northern railroad; and from 
this order the railway company appealed to the district court, and from a reversal of the 
order the commission appeals. Reversed. 

H. W. Childs, attorney-general, and Olapp & MacOartney, for appellants. M. D. Grover, 
for respondent. Great Northern Railway company. Frank B. Kellogg and Davis, Kellogg & 
Severance, for receivers of Northern Pacific Railroad company. 

Oanty, J. 1. Chapter 10, general laws 1887, as amended by chapter 108, laws 1891, pro- 
vides that in fixing rates of transportation the state railroad and warehouse commission may 
act upon the complaint **of any person, firm, corporation or associati n, or any mercantile, 
agricultural or manufacturing society, or any body politic or municipal organization." It 
further provides: ** If the tariffs of rates, fares, charges and classifications so complained of 
shall be found by the evidence to be unequal, or unreasonable, th« commission shall state 
wherein they are unequal or unreasonable, and shall make a tariff of rates, fares, charges 
and classifications which shall be substituted for the tariff complained of." Steenerson 
appeared before the commission, and alleged that he was engaged In shipping grain over the 
railroad of the Great Northern Railway company from the stations of Crookston, Fisher and 
East Grand Forks to Minneapolis and Duluth, in this state, and that the rates between these 
points were too high. After summoning the railway company and having a hearing as pro- 
vided by the statute, the commission made an order reducing rates on grain on all the lines 
of the railway company within the state. From this order the railway company appealed to 
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the district court, and after a hearing on the appeal the court reversed the order of the com- 
mission. From the order of the court the attorney-general appeals to this court. It is con- 
tended by counsel for the railway company that under the statute the commission had no 
authority to go beyond the relief asked for in the complaint, or to reduce rates between 
points not namf'd in the complaint. We cannot agree with counsel. It is the duty of the 
commission, when reducing rates as prayed for in such a complaint, to see that its acts do 
not result in discrimination as against other points on the line or system not named in the 
complaint. The statute which makes it the duty of the cocrmission to prevent discrimina- 
tion, when complained of, clearly intends that the commission shall not itself create such 
discrimi ration. A.nd, in order to avoid doing so when reducing the rates complained of, It 
may be necessary to reduce rates between all other points on the line or system. The com' 
plaint made in such a case is not at all analogous to the bringing of an action by a private 
suitor to redress a private grievance. The complainant before the commission need have no 
direct or immediate interest In the matter, and, even if he has, he is acting on behalf of him- 
self and the rest of the public. 

2. Of the lines of railroad here in question, 661 miles were built for and owned by other 
railroad companies prior to the foreclosure sales of 1879. At one of these sales the promoters 
of the St. Paul, Minneapolis & Manitoba Railway company bid off a part of the property; and 
the company itself, after it was organized, bid in the rest of said property. These properties, 
the franchise connected with the same, and a large land grant, earned and to be earned, were 
bid off for the at<gregate sum of 13,000,000, subject to a prior lien of $486,000. The promoters 
trarsf erred to the new company the part bid in by them, and the properties were immedi- 
ately bonded by the new company for 916,000,000, and it issued to the promoters its stock to 
the amount of 115.000,000. It operated its railroads from 1879 to 1890, during which time it 
increased its mileage in Minnesota from 561 miles to nearly the present amount of 1,881 miles 
of main track. It also extended its lines beyond the state into North and South Dakota and 
beyond to the Pacific coast. Its stock was subsequently Increased to 190,000,000, and its bonded 
indebtedness now outstanding is $84,558,484. It leased all of its lines to the Great Northern 
Railway company for 999 years By the terms of thH lease, which took effect February 1, 1800, 
the Great Northern Railway company guaranteed the payment of the principal and interest 
of said bonds, and guaranteed a dividend of 6 per cent per annum on said 980,000,000 of stock. 
At the foreclosure sale of 1879 the 561 miles of main track then built were sold for a small part 
of their original cost, and a small part of what it would then cost to reproduce them, saying 
nothing of the large quantity of valuable lands included in the sale. The attorney-general 
contends that the price at which the property sold at the foreclosure sale must, as far as it 
goes, be taken as the basis for determining in this case what is a reasonable income to be 
derived from i he operation of these lines of railroad. On the other hand, counsel for the 
railway company contend that the amount of the present fixed charges of the Great North- 
ern Railway company is the controlling cjnsideration la determining what is a reasonable 
income to be derived from operating the lines so leased by it. In onr opinion, both positions 
are wholly untenable. If the Manitoba company and its promoters bought the properties at 
the foreclosure sales at a great sacrifice, that is their good fortune. If the leasing of the sys- 
tem by the Great Northern Railway company turns out to be a bad bargain, that is its mis- 
fortune. The patrons of the road should not gain by the one transaction or lose by the other. 
There is as much reason why the public should bear the loss of the bad bargain as there is 
why it should take the profits of the good bargain. To adopt any such principle would leave 
the public at the mercy of every railroad manipulator and offer a premium on all kinds of 
schemes for increasing the fixed charges of railroads Again, in determining what are 
reasonable rates, it is perfectly immaterial whether the railroad is mortgaged for two or 
three times what it would cost to reproduce it or whether it is free from Incumbrance. To 
hold otherwise would be to hold that the state or the public have indirectly guarantee 1 the 
payment of the mortgage bonds of every railroad. The state may as well guarantee the 
bonds directly as indirectly. But neither the state nor the public have done either the one 
or the other. It is immaterial how the property has been split up into different rights, inter- 
ests and claims. For the purpose of fixing rates, the holders of all of these stand in the sho^s 
of the sole owner of the property, unincumbered. The rights of the bondholders are no more 
and no less sacred than the rights of such an owner. Again, the railroad may have been con- 
structed years ago, when iron rails cost 985 per ton and everything else in proportion, or it 
may have bee a constructed yesterday, when steel rails cost but 916 per ton and everything 
else nearly in proportion. Oouosel for the railway company dwell much upon the original 
cost of the older portions of these lines of road. If a railroad was built thirty years ago at a 
cost of 940,000 per mile, and another one equally as good was bailt within a year through the 
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same territory at a cost of 112,000 per mile, on what principle should it be held that the old 
road is entitled to three and one-third times as much income as the new road? No guaranty 
was ever given by the state to the old road that the price of materials and the cost of con- 
struction would not decline, or that capital invested in railroads should not be subject to like 
vicissitudes as capital invested in other enterprises. Modern improvements and other causes 
have continued to reduce the cost of construction of all kinds of new plants, and to reduce 
the value of old plants or render them wholly worthless, and the state did not guarantee 
that those causes should not In like manner affect the capital invested In railroads. Then 
the material question is not what the railroad cost originally, but what it would now cost to 
reproduce It. 

3. Section 8, chapter 10, general laws 1887, as amended by chapter 100, laws 1891, provides: 
** Such tariff of rates, fares, charges or classifications, so made by the commission, shall be 
deemed and taken in all courts of this state as prima facU evidence that the tariff of rates, 
fares, charges or classifications so made is equal and reasonable." Then the burden is on the 
railroad company to show that the rates fixed by the commission are unreasonable, and for 
this purpose the original cost of the road, the amount of its present fixed charges and its his- 
tory are material only so far as they show what it would now cost to reproduce the railroad. 

4. On appeal from the commission to the district court, on what principles shall the court 
proceed to review the act of the commission? Section 15 of said ohapter 10, as amended by said 
chapter 106, provides: "Uponsuchappeal, and upon the hearing of any application * * * for 
the enforcement of any such order made by the commission, the district court shall have 
Jurisdiction to, and it shall, examine the whole matter in oontroversy, Including matters of 
fact as well as questions of law, and to affirm, modify or reverse such order in whole or in 
part as justice may require; and in case of any order being modified, as aforesaid, such modi- 
fied order shall, for all the purposes contemplated by this act, stand in place of the original 
order so modified and have the same force and effect throughout the state as the orders of 
said oommission." If by this the legislature intended to provide that the court should put 
itself in the place of the commission, try the matter de not!>o, and determine what are reason- 
able rates, without regard to the findings of the commission, such intent cannot be carried out, 
as a statute which so provided would be unconstitutional. The fixing of rates is a legislative 
or administrative act, not a judicial one. State v. Railway Oo., 38 Minn. 898, 37 N. W. 782. And 
the performance of such duties cannot, under our constitution, be imposed on the judiciary. 
Foreman v. Board (Minn.) 67 N. W. 207; State v. Young, 29 Minn. 474, 9 N. W. 737; Reagan v. 
Trust Oo., 154 U. S. 362, 14 Sup. Ot. 1047. But it is not necessary to construe this statute so as 
to render it unconstitutional. It does not by express words, or even by necessary implica- 
tion, provide that the court shall stand In the shoes of the commission, and try the matter 
de novo. Under the constitution, the district court may, on appeal to It, review the find- 
ings of the commission in the same manner as an appellate court reviews the findings 
of the jury on a trial in the court below. And for this purpose the court may " examine the 
whole matter in controversy, including matters of fact, as well as questions of law." In other 
words, the court may examine matters of fact to ascertain whether there is any evidence 
reasonably tending to support the findings of fact disputed, and may examine questions of 
law arising on the facts as found. It seems to us that this is, then, the proper interpretation 
of this somewhat vague and obscure statute, and only the interpretation which will render it 
constitutional. While the district court takes the evidence de ruroo^ it cannot put itself in the 
place of the commission, and try the facts in controversy de novo. The district court can 
review the findings af the commission only so far as to determine whether or not the rates 
fixed are so unreasonable as to be confiscatory, just as an appellate court reviews the ver- 
dict of a jury for the purpose of determining whether it is so excessive that it cannot stand. 
Under the statute, the district court should in this case have determined to what extent the 
rates fixed by the commission should be modified, so that such rates would not be confisca- 
tory, just as an appellate court often determines how much an excessive verdict shall be cut 
down, so that it may stand for the balance, and a new trial be denied. The court below held 
that it had no jurisdiction to determine to what extent the rates here in question should be 
thus modified, and in this it erred. Of course, in determining whether the rates fixed are 
confiscatory, the court must Incidentally consider what are reasonable rates, but it must also 
resolve every reasonable doubt on that question in favor of the findings of the commission. 

5. There is another question in regard to the principles on which the district court should 
proceed to review the acts of the oommission. Ordinarily, on appeal from one tribunal to 
another the evidence on which the lower tribunal acted is returned, and the decision is 
reviewed in the light of that evidence. But the commission need not base its decision wholly 
on any such evidence. It is not a judicial tribunal, but an administrative body, whose 
powers are somewhat legislative in their character; and, like other administrative or legis 

20 
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latlve bodies, It ftoqnlres a knowledge of the facts, circumstances, and conditions in Its own 
way, and need not act on the theory that the parties should have a formal hearing on notice, 
except so far as the statute expressly so requires. The members of such a commission should 
be men of great financial ability, who have had a large amount of training and experience to 
fit them for their responsible and difficult duties, and they should ba thoroughly familiar 
with the many financial and economic problems which enter into the business of construct- 
ing and operating railroads. How is a Judge, who is not supposed to have any of this special 
learning or experience, and could not take Judicial notice of it if he had it, to review the 
decision of commissioners, who should have it and should act upon it? It seems to us that 
such a Judge is not fit to act in such a matter. It is not a case of the blind leading the blind, 
but of one who has always been deaf and blind insisting that he can see and hear better than 
one who has always had his eyesight and hearing, and has always used them to the utmost 
advantage in ascertaining the truth in regard to the matter in question. Before a Judge can act 
intelligently in such a matter, he must have an amount of this special knowledge and experi- 
ence which it will take him years to acquire. It Is not sufficient that he take his first lessons 
from the partisan, and perhaps perjured, experts, or so-called experts, produced by the 
parties at the trial. He must have a broader, clearer, and surer grasp of the subject than he 
can get from any such unreliable lessons. We see no way of disposing of this question except 
to hold that on appeal from the commission the courts should, to the best of their ability, 
take Judicial notice of all such technical learning, kaowledge, and information of a general 
character as should be known and understood by the commission. Whether the court should 
go further, and take Judicial notice of the particular facts in the case, is a difTerent question, 
and one which need not be now considered. The district court, on appeal to it, should at 
least take Judicial notice of all these general matters, a ad on appeal from the district court 
this court must also take Judicial notice of these matters. Thus, when the court below takes 
Judicial notice of a particular ordinance, the appellate court must, on appeal to it, also take 
Judicial notice of such ordinance, although in some other cases such appellate court would 
not do so. Foley ▼. State, 42 Neb. 233, 60 N. W. 674; Smith y. Emporia, 27 Kan. 528; Town of 
MoundSYille ▼. Velton, 36 W. Va. 217, 13 S. E. 373. See, also, Lloyd ▼. Matthews, 195 U. 8. 222, 19 
Sup. Ot. 70. Then, although the constitutional Jurisdiction of the courts to review the acts of 
the commission is thus limited, the statute, in providing for such appeals from such acts, has 
thrown upon the courts some new and extraordinary duties. 

Let us now proceed to apply these general principles to this case. The four great ques- 
tions involved are: (1) What would it cost to reproduce the railroad? (2) What is a reason- 
able income on such cost? (3) What amount of income will the maximum rates fixed by the 
commission produce? And (4) is such amount so much below what is a reasonable amount 
that the court can say, as a question of law, that the rates so fixed are confiscatory? We will 
now, so far as necessary, take up each of these questions in its order. 

6. (1) The court below found that the cost of reproducing the 1,881 miles of main track 
and the 219 miles of side track now owned by the lessor and operated by the lessee in this state 
is as follows: 

Grading, etc : • 7,000,000 

Ballasting 1,440,000 

Steel rails, etc 4,000,000 

Ties 2,085,000 

Equipment (engines, cars, etc.) 5,178,790 

Superintendence of construction 2,750,000 

Total mim^ 

After finding all these items specially, the court further finds: " Another item is interest 
upon the money which has been procured, and which lies idle during construction and before 
earnings can be had. As to this Item the estimate made was not controverted. Taking into 
account the items to which we have referred, and the other items entering into construction, 
concerning which there is little, If any, dispute, also taking into account the cost of acquir- 
ing terminal grounds and terminal facilities in the cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis I find 
that it would reasonably cost to reproduce the lines of the Manitoba company in this state, 
with its equipments and terminal grounds, an facilities necessary for the traffic of this state, 
the sum of 144,000,000, or something less than $32,000 per mile of main track. The increased 
cost of production is largely attributable to the increased value of terminals, right of way, 
depot grounds, etc. The court was requested by the attorney-general to make more definite 
findings as to the cost of right of way and terminals, and refused to do so. In this the court 
^ erred, for the reason that, as will be hereinafter shown, the railway company is entitled to a 
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mach less percentage of Income on the value of its terminals than it is on the cost of repro- 
ducing the rest of the road. The uncontradicted evidence is that the interest charged during 
the time of construction, and the discount and commission, amount to 10 per cent of the total 
cost of construction. But we are at a loss to know what other items, outside of the cost of 
right of way and terminals, the court intended to find as entering into the cost of reproduc- 
ing the roads. As we will now proceed to show, the cost of reproducing the right of way and 
terminals will not, according to the highest estimates, exceed •16,971,598, and this would leave 
about 18,000,000 of the $44,000,000 of the total cost yet to be accounted for. D. 0. Shepherd was 
called as a witness, and made the following estimate as to the cost of the right of way, 
exclusive of terminals: 

Eight of way, 19,880 acres, at «5 per acre •1,953,800 

Depot grounds, 1,800 acres, at $700 per acre 1,260,000 

Gravel pits, 657 acres, at $100 per acre 65,700 

Yards at division points, 470 acres, at $700 per acre 335,900 

Total $ 2,914,200 

Ck>lonel Crooks, the engineer of the railway company, in his testimony gave the following 
estimates: 

Bight of way, other than between St. Paul and Minneapolis, 19,280 acres, at $60 per 

acre $ 064,000 

Depot grounds, 1,800 acres, at$500per acre 900,000 

Gravel pits, 657 acres, at $100 per acre 65,700 

Yards at division points, 480 acres, at $750 per acre 360,000 

Total $ 2.280,700 

Kalman and two other witnesses gave as the value of the tierminals in St. Paul $6,977,135, 
and Dawson gave as their value $2,562,747. 0. Mc. Reeve estimates the value of the terminals 
in Minneapolis at $5,520,260; T. B. Walker estimates their value at $4,862,610; and J. B. Bassett, 
at $4,218,062. In addition to these, Grover estimates the value of the interest of the lessor, the 
Manitoba company, in the Minneapolis Union Railway company, which owns the union depot 
grounds and tracks, at $000,000; in the Minnesota Transfer Railroad company, which owns the 
general transfer yards between Minneapolis and St. Paul, at $250,000;in the St. Paul union 
depot and its properties, at $400,000. Adding together the highest estimates in right of way 
and terminals, It results as follows : 

Right of way,etc. (Shepherd) $ 2,914,200 

St. Paul terminals (Kalman) 6,977,135 

Minneapolis terminals (Reeve) 5,620,260 

Interest in Minneapolis Union Railway company 900,000 

Interest in Minnesota Transfer Railway company 260,000 

Interest in St. Paul union depot.... 400,000 

Total $16,96lli5 

Deducting right of way, etc. (first item) 2,914,200 

Cost of reproducing terminals $14,047,385 

This gives in round numbers $14,000,000 as the cost of reproducing the terminals, and $30,- 
000,000 as the cost of reproducing the rest of the road. Whether or not these findings as to the 
cost in 1894 of reproducing the road are in all respects sustained by reasonable and credible 
evidence. It is not necessary to consider. For instance, it may well be doubted whether the 
court was warranted in allowing an interest charge of 10 per cent on the whole cost of con- 
struction, although the evidence in favor of this charge (including discounts and commis- 
sions) was wholly uncontradicted. As we will endeavor hereafter to show, 10 per cent is, in 
these times, reasonable Interest for more than two years on such a vast sum of money; and 
with the improved facilities which now exist for constructing railroads, it may well be doubted 
whether the capital invested in reproducing these roads through the fertile and compara- 
tively well settled districts through which they run would, on an average, be all sunk for. 
more than two years before it would commence to bear dividends. It may also be a question 
whether the court did not place an extravagant value on some items of construction, and an 
extravagant value on the terminals. In finding the cost of reproducing the roads within this 
state to be $44,000,000, the court must have found the cost of reproducing the terminals to be 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



308 TWENTIETH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE [6D 

not less than •14,000,000. Again, the court has allowed 1335 per ton for steel rails delivered In 
this state. As rails have slnoe fallen greatly In price, until they are now worth but about 
•16 per ton in the eastern markets, this could hardly be taken as a precedent for future 
cases. 

7. (2) Let us now consider what In these times is a reasonable income on 914,000,000 
Invested in these terminals, and 130,000.000, Invested In the rest of the road. The great value 
of the real estate covered by these terminals is given to It by anticipating the future. Very 
little of this real estate is In or near to the business center of either city. Most of it Is out- 
lying city property and suburban property. It is safe to say that other real estate similarly 
situated, in the same portions of St. Paul and Minneapolis, does not, on an average, yield an 
income of 1 per cent per annum above the taxes on the price or valuation at which it is held; 
and there is, as a general rule, no use to which such property can be put that will cause it to 
yield any greater Income. In fact, it is doubtful if the same area of other property along 
and around these terminals could, on an average, by any use to which it could be put, be 
made to yield an annual Income of 1 per cent on one-third of the valuation placed on these 
terminals. Again, it is safe to say that In ordinary times, at least, capital could readily be 
found to buy such property at its market value for the purpose of renting it for one per cent 
per annum above the taxes on it. In fact, millions have often been invested In such property 
without any prospect of any Income at all from it for many years, and undoubtedly such 
will be the case again. Such real estate is valued, not on account of its present power to 
produce an annual income, but because it Is believed that it will be still more valuable In the 
future. The owner of such property cannot expect to eat his loaf and still have it. He can- 
not expect that the property will pay a full sized annual dividend, and at the same time 
double or treble in value every ten or twenty years. He expects his dividends to accumu- 
late in the form of increase in value. Thus, according to the railroad company's own show- 
ing in the present case, much the greater portion of the terminals which it now values at 914,- 
000,000, were origanally procured for the sum of ISS^lir. If this Is true, the company has 
already realized some tremendbusly large dividends on these terminals. Again, if it and the 
owners of other property similarly situated have anticipated the future too much, and have 
set too high a value on their property, so that, in the opinion of the public, there is nopros- 
pect of any material Increase in its value in the near future, that does not prove that the 
property should produce greater annual dividends. It simply proves that this property can- 
not be sold on the market for what they pretend to value it at, and that before sales can be 
made the price asked must be reduced,so that there will be a prospect of future increase In value 
sufficient to warrant Investment, because the public, who fix the market price, do not and 
cannot expect that the annual Income derived from such property will, ordinarily, be suf- 
ficient to pay interest on the Investment. The market price of such property is not con- 
trolled, or, at most, is controlled only In part, by Its power to produce immediate annual 
income. Again, the public, and not the court, must be the Judge of whether or not such 
property will Increase In value in the future, and, if so, how much. Whether the conditions 
warrant the opinion of the public in the matter Is a question which the courts cannot go into 
in such a case as this, any more than in many other cases where public opinion establlshea 
market prices. And, where such property cannot be made to produce a reasonable annual 
Income on the present market price of the same, it is clear that the public have anticipated a 
future Increase in such market price. It is no answer to this argument to say that the rail- 
road company may not want to speculate, and is entitled to more definite, and perhaps more 
substantial, returns on its Investment. It necessarily becomes a speculator when it invests 
in such property. It has so invested, and profited enormously by its speculations. The 
Investments of a railroad company In this class of property are no more sacred in the eyes of 
the law than the investments of private parties in the same class of property. For the pur- 
pose of determining what is a reasonable income to a railway company from Its investments 
in this class of property used for railroad purposes, we have a right to consider what Is a rea 
sonable Income to private persons from their investments in the same class of property when 
used for private purposes. 

There is another consideration which, it seems to us, adds most conclusive proof that our 
position here is correct. The traffic on these railroad terminals will not bear any such 
excessive and unreasonable charges as it would be necessary to make in order to produce 
full-sized dividends on the enormous valuation placed on the terminals. In this case the cost 
of reproducing the terminals is, as we have seen, one-third of the cost of reproducing the 
whole railroad system within the state. If rates were fixed by the law or by the railway com- 
pany for the terminals, and separate rates for the rest of the road, so that the public would 
have a right to use the rest of the road without using the terminals, and these rates were 
fixed on the basis of requiring the terminals to produce one-third of the net earnings within 
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this state, grass would soon be growing on the terminals. The public would soon find ways by 
which to avoid incurring the enormous expense of using the terminals. Rather than pay 18, 
$4, or 15 for riding on the terminals, the passenger coming to St. Paul or Minneapolis would 
leave the train beyond the terminals, and ride to his destination on a street car, for 5 or 10 
cents. Bather than incur an expense of 18, tlO, or tU for hauling a car of freight over the termi- 
nals, the shipper could afford to unload the car beyond the terminals, and haul the freight to 
its destination on wagons and drays. But he would not have to do this very long. Some one 
would soon construct a belt line or a system of switches to connect him with other railroad 
tracks and other terminals, over which his car would be hauled to Its destination for the ord- 
inary switching charges of from ISS to $5 per car. If these excessive charges for the use of ter- 
minals could not be thus avoided, they would constitute a prohibitory tariff , which would 
prevent a large amount of public traffic from entering or passing through the cities. Nearly 
all the through freights would go around the cities, and all the grain elevators would have 
to be erected beyond the limits of these costly terminals, at points where connections could 
be made for reshlpplng without having to use the terminals at all. A number of the companies 
owning the railroads radiating west, northwest, and southwest from Chicago claim that the 
cost of reproducing their Ohloago terminals would be as great as the cost of reproducing all 
the rest of their systems of roads. If they were required by law to make a separate charge to 
each patron for the use of these terminals, and another separate charge for the use of the 
rest of the road, so that he might avoid using the terminals If he could, and they attempted 
on this basis to make the terminals produce one-half the net earnings of the whole system* 
how absurd would be the results? It is well known that, for the use of such terminals, 
ordinary switching charges are from 18 to |5 per car. But why should rates over these ter- 
minals be so low for the short haul and so high for the long haul? In the economy of rail- 
roading, the charge for the long haul should not be greater in proportion than the charge for 
the short haul; not greater, certainly, than the sum of all the charges for the short hauls, 
which, connected together, would make the long haul. But the position taken here by the 
railway company violates this rule most grossly. Then, from all of these considerations, it 
is clear that where real estate outside of the business center, and in the outlying districts, of 
a city, has been given a large speculative or prospective value, it cannot, whether used for 
railroad terminals or other purposes, be made, ordinarily, to produce a reasonable annual 
Income on the investment, and the profits which are expected from such Investments are not 
annual, but accumulated, profits, to be realized by future increase in value. Neither do 
these considerations deter railroad companies from Investing liberally In such property* 
They, as well as other investors, have always been desirous of taking advantage of any such 
expected Increase in value, and it has been quite common for companies having the means to 
acquire terminals in a growing city far beyond their present needs. It is not necessary to 
determine here what rate of annual income on the cost of reproducing these terminals is the 
lowest which the court would uphold before declaring the rates fixed by the commission con- 
fiscatory. Bat we are of the opinion that, exclusive of taxes, 2% per cent per annum is a 
liberal Income on such cost, and that is as far as it is necessary to go for the purposes of 
this case. 

8. Let us now consider what is a reasonable income on the other $30,000,000, the cost 
of reproducing the rest of the road. The rate of interest on money and the ordinary rates 
of income on capital invested have fallen enormously in the last few years. Every one 
knows this, and the court that does not know It is certainly not fit to review the acts of a 
commission that should know it. Professor Farnham, of Yale, in the Yale Review for August, 
1896 (volume 4, pp. 199-SOl), gives statistics to prove that since 18Td rates of interest had up to 
that time fallen 52 per cent. They have fallen greatly since. The London Economist of July 
3, 1897 (page 948), states that In Great Britain, within the last six months, large loans have 
been placed by the cities of Glasgow, Leeds and Brighton at less than 2% per cent Interest 
per annum, and that the bonds of those cities, drawing that rate of interest, sold above par. 
Every court ought to know that there Is now, and has been for some time, a glut of capital in 
the world's markets. For a long time the great wars of the world absorbed the principal por- 
tions of the world's surplus capital. This ended in 1871 with the Franco-Prussian war. For more 
than twenty years after that, enormous amounts of the world's surplus capital were absorbed 
in constructing railroads and other Internal Improvements. But this capital, unlike that 
consumed in the wars, earned enormous amounts of Income, which were again added to the 
world's surplus capital, seeking new investments,modem improvements, resulting In increased 
production,and other causes, have. In progressive countries, been accumulating vast amounts 
of capital. The amount of such capital seeking investment has Increased, while the demand 
for the same has fallen. And, where there are 9Z of idle capital to the f 1 of safe investment, the 
effect is the same as where there are two worklngmen to the one job. The amount of hire Is 
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rednoed. The competition of capital with capital is continually catting down the profits on 
inyestmentB and the rates of interest on money. This is no new theory. John Stuart Mill, in 
his Principles of Political Economy, devotes a chapter to "The Tendency of Profits to a 
Minimum." Book 4, c. 4. See, also, Adam Smith's Wealth of Nations, bk. 1, c. 9; Id. bk. S, c. 4; 
Weirs Recent Economic Changes, pars. 418-488. Idle capital may increase enormously while 
there is no increase in the volume of the currency at all, and even while the volume of cur- 
rency is decreasing. The amount of capital on hand seeking investment is something quite 
distinct from the volume of gold and silver money and other currency. Smith, Wealth Nat. 
bk. 8, c. 4: Mill, Pol. Econ. bk. 8, c. 8<t, 6 4. On these points all the leading authorities of the 
world agree. 

The court below made as a finding of fact the following: " Qf the bonds of the said Mani- 
toba company, the interest on which is assumed by the Great Northern Railway company as 
aforesaid, there are outstanding on account of its liens In the state of. Minnesota $86,318,000, 
of which 18,888,000 bear interest at 7 per cent, $16,A86,000 at 6 per cent, and 17,454,000 at i% per 
cent. Such rates of interest are not unreasonable, and are lower than the bonds of wescern 
railroads usually bear." The court seemed to consider a difTerence of SVft per cent In the rate 
of interest as a trifling matter, but it amounts to a difTerence of $1,100,000 a year on the $44,000,- 
000 which the court found it would cost to reproduce this road. Even the difference between 
4Vi per cent and 6 per cent per annum on $44,000,000 would amount to 1660,000 a year. If 4^ per 
cent is reasonable interest on these bonds, 6 and 7 per cent are grossly 'excessive. A glance 
at the bond quotations in the back numbers of Bradstreet's Journal or the Bankers* Magazine 
will show that some of these 6 per c^nt bonds— those maturing in 1009 (8d ~6's 1009>— were sold 
^n the markets at an average of more than 118 during the first half of 1803 and the last half of 
1804, and were on July 17, 1897, quoted at 188H. Those of said 6 per cent bonds maturing in 1983 
(1st con. 6's, 1983) were during the first half of 1898 and the last half of 1894 sold at an average of 
more than 181, and on July 17, 1897, were quoted at 186. The 4H per cent bonds above men- 
tioned are the same series of bonds as the last, with the interest reduced before issue to 4V6 
per cent (Ist con. 6's, 1033, reduced to 4H's), and during the first half of 1898 and the last half of 
1804 they sold on the markets for from 1 to 3 per cent above par, and en June 17, 1807, were 
quoted at 106V4. Vice-President Olough, of the Great Northern company, testified that at the 
time these bonds were issued the interest was reduced to 4H per cent because it was found 
that they could be floated at par at that rate. During the acute stages of the panic in the 
last half of 1803 and the first half of 1894, these bonds declined from 8 to 6 per cent, and fluctu- 
ated considerably in price. But the temporary effect of conditions which existed at that 
time can have but little weight in the consideration of the questions here involved. A rail- 
road company is not entitled to a greater income during the acute stages of a panic because 
rates of interest are temporarily higher during such times. Permanent Investments do not, as a 
general rule, bring higher rates of iocome during such times. It would rather seem from these 
quotations that 4V4 per cent per annum was in 1804 a very reasonable rate of interest on such 
railroad bonds, and that 6 and 7 per cent per annum was grossly excessive and unreasonable. 
If the railway company has made what turns out to be a bad bargain by issuing its bonds for 
6 and 7 per cent interest per annum, that should be its misfortune, and not the misfortune of the 
public. As before stated, neither the state nor the public has either directly or indirectly 
guaranteed tbat rates of interest and rates of income would not fall, to the detriment of the 
railway company. It is true that the market quotations to which we have referred show that 
bonds bearing 6 and 7 per ceot interest per annum, of many other railroads, have during all of 
these times sold away below par. The management of the Great Northern syetem has, since the 
foreclosure of 1879, been so economical, and so much in the interest of its stockholders and 
bondholders, and so free from the jobbery and corruption that has characterized the manage- 
ment of some other roads, that its bonds sell at a premium. And we do not wish to be under- 
stood as taking the position that because of this faithful management this railway acompany 
should be rewarded by the cutting down of rates. The question before us is not whether the 
management was good or ill, but what in 1894 was a reasonable rate of interest on such large 
sums of money as are loaned to railroad companies where the loans are well secured, and 
this question is merely incidental to the main question of what, in 1894, was a reasonable 
income on the cost of reprodmcinc the railroads. An examination of the bond quotations 
above referred to will show that, where railroad bonds are amply secured, 4 or i% per cent 
per annum has been for the last few years rather a high rate of interest. But by reason of 
the decline in the cost of construction, and the decline in what is a reasonable rate of income, 
the bonds of but few railroads are now well secured. Twenty years ago the cost of railroad 
construction was at least twice as much as at the present time, and a reasonable rate of 
income on such cost was twice as much as at the present time. Therefore a reasonable 
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amount of net income on the same mile of road (beyond the terminals) was about four times as 
much then as It is now. For these reasons a large amount of railroad bonds floated years ago* 
for the full cost of the roads, at high rates of interest, are now poorly secured. And on the 
maturity of such bonds, or when an attempt is made to reorganize the road on foreclosure, it 
Is found difficult to scale down the amount of indebtedness to a point where the road will, 
under present conditions, be sufficient security for bonds drawing a fair rate of interest. 
These things tend to make the present rates of interest on railroad securities unreasonably 
high. The farmer does not expect to be able to float at a reasonable rate of interest a mort- 
gage on his farm for more than one-half or two-thirds of its present cash value. The owner 
of a business block on a city lot cannot float a mortgage thereon at a fair rate of interest for 
more than one-half or two-thirds of what it would cost to reproduce the property at this time. 
It may have cost him twice as much to produce it twenty years ago as it would now, but that is 
immaterial. If the bonded indebtedness of such railroads (not including terminals) was 
reduced to one-half or two-thirds of the present cost of reproducing the road, the most of the 
roads in the Mississippi valley would not be bonded for more than tlOjOOO or 112,000 per mile; and 
it ought to be possible now to float that amount of indebtedness at an annual interest of about 
3 or 3H per cent— certainly at not more than 4 per cent— if the road traverses fertile territory, 
reasonably well populated, and not overbuilt with railroads. Where the Ic ss in value caused by 
the decline in the cost of construction is compensated by the increased value of terminals, and 
the bonds are liens on such terminals, the security, of course, is better. But, as I have 
already shown, such terminals cannot be expected to pay annual dividends in proportion to 
their value, and cannot bQ made to do so. Thus, while such increase in the value of 'the 
terminals may compensate for the loss of value in the rest of the road. It cannot compensate 
for the loss of power to pay annual dividends caused by such decline in the cost of construc- 
tion, and the decline in rates of income from investments generally. But should the losses 
caused by all of these economic changes be borne by the public, or by the owners of the rail- 
road? There can be but one answer to this question. As we have repeatedly stated, neither 
the state nor the publio have ever guaranteed that railroads would always be worth the 
amount originally invested in them, or that what is a reasonable rate of income would not be 
less in the future than it was at the time of the investment, and have never guaranteed > 
directly or indirectly, either the interest or principal of railroad bonds. These losses must 
be borne, not by the public, but by the owners of the railroad: and, as against the publlCi the 
holders of the bonds have no greater rights than the railroad company itself. 

It is not necessary here to determine Just what rate of annual income on the cost of 
reproducing all of the road except the terminals is the least which the court would uphold 
before declaring the rates fixed by the commission confiscatory, but we are of the opinion 
that in such times as existed in 1894 an income of 5 per cent per annum on such cost is cer- 
tainly not unreasonably low or confiscatory, and that is as far as it is necessary to go in this 
case, liore especially is this true since it appears from the evidence that in years prior to 
18M this system of roads had produced some very large amounts of income, sufficient to make 
extraordinary improvements and betterments in the road, as well as ordinary repairs, to pay 
large dividends, and accumulate a cash surplus which in 1894 amounted to about $3,600,000. 
Besides, the Minnesota Eas£ern Railway company, which is owned and controlled by the 
(Slreat Northern Railway company, had at that time a cash surplus of $1,000,000. The managers 
of railroads have no right to play with the public the game of " heads we win, tails you lose." 
" When times are prosperous and dividends large, we win. When times are hard and business 
dull, the public must lose '* If boadholders put themselves in a position where this game can 
be played on them, that is their fault. But there is no ground for saying that the bondholders 
of this system of roads are in any such position. The profits of the railroad business fluc^ 
tuate very considerably. When times are prosperous, and capital invested in other lines of 
enterprise is, as a general rule, bringing good returns, that invested in the railroad business 
brings good retoms also. In times of financial stringency, when other classes of commercial 
concerns are doing business at a loss, there is no reason why a railroad company must still 
make good profits. This system of roads earned large dividends when times were prosperous. 
If times become again prosperous, its prospects for making good profits on the cost of repro- 
ducing the system are at least as good as the prospects of business concerns generally. 
While the courts should not take judicial notice of wh*it is said in the books and publications 
above cited, the courts should in this case take Judicial notice of the facts as to which the 
citations are made, regardless of where such facts are published. It is the fact itself of 
which the court takes judicial notice, not the publication in which it is laid dOwn. In deter- 
mining whether the rates fixed by the commission are confiscatory, we have not found it 
necessary to determine the elfect of the very important fact that this railroad received from 
the state a very large and valuable land grant. 
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0. (3) Let us now conBider the third question,— what amount of income will the maximum 
ratee fixed by the commission produce? Am to the rates for shipping grain, the court below 
found: *' At the time the complaint herein was made, the said two competing railroad com- 
panies, the Great Northern Railway company and the Northern Pacific Railway company, 
had so established the rates, and each charged from East Grand Forks and Fisher to Minne- 
apolis or to Duluth the sum of 17 cents per 100 lbs, and from Orookston to Minneapolis 
or Duluth 10.5 cents per 100 lbs. Under the rates as fixed by the commission the Great 
Northern company would charge as follows: For 100 lbs. from Bast Grand Forks to Duluth, 
16 6 cents; for 100 lbs. from Fisher to Duluth, 10.8 cents; for 100 lbs. from Orookston to Duluth, 
16 cents; for 100 lbs. from East Grand Forks to Minneapolis, 15 cents; for 100 lbs. from Fisher 
to Minneapolis, 14 8 cents; for 100 lbs. from Orookston to Minneapolis, 14.5 cents.*' The rates 
of the Great Northern Railway company for carrying grain within this state for all other 
distances and from all other points were correspDudingly reduced, and the court below found 
that, if such change in the rates had been in force in 1894, the reduction in the revenue of the 
Great Northern Railway company by reason thereof would have been 1248,903. The court 
further found that the rates as thus reduced are unreasonable and confiscatory. As lessee 
of the Manitoba Railway company, the Great Northern company operates 3,816 miles of main 
track, of which only 1,381 are within this state. For the purpose of this case, the railroad 
company classifies its business into local and through business,— local business when the 
haul both begins and ends in this state, and when it begins or ends in this state; through 
business when the haul begins beyond the state on one side, extends across the state and 
ends beyond it on the other side. For the purpose of the payment of taxes on their gross 
earnings in this state, the railway companies have always divided the gross earnings from 
their interstate business on a mileage basis; and counsel for the state contend that for the 
purposes of this case, also, the gross earnings on such through business should be appor- 
tioned on a mileage basis (that is, that the part of the net earnings on such through business 
which should be regarded as earned in this state corresponds to the part which the number 
of miles of haul in this state is of the number of miles in the whole haul). The court finds 
that, on this basis— 

The gross earnings in this state from such through business was in 1894. . - 13,385,839 

Gross earnings in state from other business 2,949,415 

Total earnings in state 16,334,654 

On the other hand, while the railway company admits that the gross earnings on all 
Interstate business except such through business should be divided on the mileage basis, it 
contends that the gross earnings on such through business should, for the purpose of fixing 
rates, be divided as follows: First, there should be credited to Minnesota the operatlns 
expenses within this state on such through traffic, and this should be deducted from the total 
gross earnings on such traffic; second, there must be deducted from the remainder the oper- 
ating expenses beyond the state on such traffic and the amount of all fixed charges beyond 
the state; and, third, the remainder should be credited to Minnesota. We do not understand 
counsel to claim that the net earnings on local business beyond the state should not first be 
applied to the payment of fixed charges beyond the state, though the wording of his rule 
would so Imply. The court finds that on this basis the gross earnings in this state In 1894 on 
such through business were 91,700,688, making the total gross earnings in this state in that 
year 94,650,098, or 91,684,556 less than when the gross earnings on such through business are 
divided on a mileage basis, as contended for by the state. The court found the operating 
expenses in 1894 of the Minnesota part of the lines to be 98,773,856, and the fixed charges which 
the Great Northern company was bound to pay on account of such part of its lines to be In 
1894 as follows: 

Interest on Mlnnnesota portion of bonded debt (the items of which are given in a 

part of the findings above quoted, and will be again given hereafter) 9 1,490,130 

Taxes 184,756 

Rentals 133,496 

Six per cent dividend on 915,000,000 of Manitoba stock 900,000 

Total...;. 9 8,708,388 
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DlTiding the gross earnings on the through business on the mileage basis, the gross 

earnings In 1894 on the part of the lines In this state are 6,384,664 

peratlng expenses 2,773,856 

Net earnings $ 3,560,798 

Fixed charges 2,708,888 

Balanceof netproflts • 852,416 

Deduction which would be caused by rates as fixed by conimission 248,992 

Balance of net profits with rates reduced .... 8 603,424 

On these figures the court held that, if it is proper to divide the gross earnings on through 
business on the mileage basis, the rates fixed by the commission are not unreasonable or con- 
fiscatory, but that, if such gross earnings should be divided in the manner contended for by 
the railway company, it would leave a net deficit of (•1,684,556—1603,424) 81,081,132, and that 
such rates would be confiscatory. The court did not attempt to settle the controversy as to 
how the gross or net earnings on such through business should be divided, but held the rates 
fixed by the commission confiscatory, for reasons which will be hereinafter btated. It may 
well be that for the purpose ot taxation, under the constitution and laws of this state, such 
gross earnings should be divided on one basis, and that, for the purpose of determining 
whether the rates fixed are confiscatory, the net earnings on such through business should 
be divided on some other basis. The total gross earnings in 1894 from all the leased lines were 
811,385,770. If this is divided on a mileage basis, it gives 16,334,654 as earned on the 1,381 miles 
of main track in Minnesota (14,587 per mile), and 15,051,116 as earned on the 2,435 miles of main 
track west of Minnesota (82,074 per mile). It will be observed, therefore, that the traffic on 
these lines is considerably more than twice as heavy in Minnesota as it is beyond the state. 
Tinder these circumstances, a division of the gross earnings on the mileage basis is neither 
just nor reasonable. Operating expenses are proportionately higher on the portion of the 
road having the least business. Besides, higher rates must be charged on the business of that 
portion of the road, in order to make a reasonabile Income on the cost of reproducing it. 
Therefore, if the business is divided on the mileage basis, it may give Minnesota the benefit 
of high rates charged elsewhere, which the railway company is not entitled to charge in this 
state. Let us now examine the rule of apportioning the earnings contended for by the rail- 
way company. Its position is that if this system of roads had been built from St. Paul and 
Minneapolis to the west line of this state, and no further, the patrons of the road in this state 
would have had no benefit from any traffic west of the state, and that under the rule pro- 
posed these patrons have 1 )St nothing by the extension of the lines beyond the state, as they 
are not required to pay any of the fixed charges beyond the state, for this rule requires such 
through traffic to pay at least its own operating expenes in this state. This position is 
untenable. It is perfectly natural that a railroad extending to the great wheat fields of the 
Bed River valley should dr«iw traffic from one side of that valley as well as the other, regard- 
less of the fact that this valley is divided by the state line ; and a road from St. Paul and 
Minneapolis or Duluth that extended only to such state line, and had always terminated at 
that point, with no railway connections or feeders beyond, would not be an enterprise 
planned or conducted on business principles. The people of Minnesota are entitled to all the 
benefits which should come to them from the fact that just beyond the border of this state 
there is a large area of fertile territory, which furnishes a very considerable amount of rail- 
road traffic that co-operates with a large amount of similar traffic in this state to make rea- 
sonable rates on each side of the line much lower than they would be If the railroad could 
only get business on the one side of the line or the other. 

10. Again, it is asserted that this rule would not compel the patrons of the road In 
this state to pay any part of the fixed charges of the road outside of the state. Let us see if 
this assertion Is necessarily true. Let us suppose that this system of roads had been built 
across Minnesota and the east half of North and South Dakota, but no further, and that the 
fixed charges on all parts of the system were equal to a reasonable income on the cost of 
reproducing the same. All parts of this system being in fertile territory, comparatively well 
settled, and capable of furnishing a large amount of railroad traffic, the system would earn 
a fair income at very low rates; and, on the additional business obtained by the extension 
of the lines from Minnesota into the eastern half of the Dakotas, sufficient would be earned, 
at reasonable rates, not only to pay all the operating expenses on such additional business 
for the whole length of the haul on the same, and the fixed charges in the Dakotas, but also 
to pay such just and equitable portions of the fixed charges In Minnesota as all the business 
to and from the Dakotas should pay because of a part of the haul on the same being over the 
lines in Minnesota. And It does not necessarily follow that such just and equitable portion 
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must be found by dividing the gross earnings on such business on suoh mileage basis. We 
will now suppose that, after this state of things had existed for many years,. the management 
extended the lines out through the less fertile and almost uninhabited regions further west, 
to the west line of the Dakotas, and that the fixed charges on such extensions were equal to a 
reasonable income on the cost of reproducing the same. Let us further suppose that the addi- 
tional traffic obtained by such extensions did not more than pay the operating expenses on 
the whole length of the haul on such traffic and one-fourth of the fixed charges on such exten- 
sions. The other three-fourths of such fixed charges would have to be paid out of the earn- 
ings of other Dakota business, and, although rates in the Dakotas were raised to make up the 
deficiency on such fixed charges, there would be left no part of the earnings on the Dakota 
through business, whlcb passes entirely across Minnesota, to apply on the fixed charges in 
Minnesota; and rates in Minnesota would have to be raised, for two reasons: First, to meet 
the deficiency in net earnings to pay the fixed charges in this state: and second, because 
rates would now be comparatively lower in this state than in the Dakotas. Then it is clear 
that the traffic in Minnesota would, either directly or indirectly, have to bear a portion of the 
fixed charges on the new extensions in western Dakota. 

But why should the people of Minnesota and eastern Dakota be made to pay an income on 
this idle railroad property further west? If these extensions of the lines turn out to be an 
unprofitable venture, clearly the loss should be borne by the railway company, and not by 
the people of Minnesota and eastern Dakota. To say that the country owes a railroad com- 
pany a living is one thing. To say that the country must indemnify a railroad company 
against all of its own mistakes is a very difTerent thing. To hold that a railroad company 
can impose on the public all kinds of burdens, by all kinds of unbusinesslike ventures and 
speculations, would be monstrous. These considerations lead to the conclusion that when 
any feeder or extension, portion of a railroad line or system, is an incumbrance on the rest 
of the line or system, so that the rest of such line or system would, at the same rate, produce 
more net income if such portion did not exist, then such portion is not self-supporting: that 
is, if all the gross earnings on all the traffic passing over such portion, and onrthe whole 
length of the haul on such traffic, will not pay the operating expenses on such traffic for the 
whole length of such haul, and pay for the wear and tear on the line caused by such addi- 
tional traffic, and also pay a reasonable income on the cost of reproducing such portion of 
the line, and these conditions are not of a temporary character, but are the result of bulldiog 
the feeder or extension where there was not sufficient business to justify Its existence, then 
such portion is not self-supporting. A portion of a line that is not self-supporting Is not a 
feeder, but an incumbrance; and in determining what are reasonable rates on the rest of the 
line or system, any state has a right to reject such portion from the line or system. Of 
course, in rejecting the same all benefit to the rest of the line or system from traffic passing 
over such portion must also be rejected, and nothing can be allowed to the rest of the line or 
system on such traffic, except the operating expenses on the same. Including the additional 
wear and tear on the rest of the road caused by such traffic. Whether this rule would apply 
where such a portion of a line or system ceased to be self-supporting by reason of some tem- 
porary cause, such as an unusual draught or a pestilence, we need not consider. It seems to 
us that there is scarcely any good reason why a railway system should be divided on state 
lines at all, for the puri>ose of fixing rates. After rejecting the portions that are not self- 
supporting, the balance of the system may be considered as a whole; and, In fixing rates in 
one state, it will only be necessary to see that, if rates are properly adjusted throughout so 
as to correspond with the rates thus fixed, the whole of such balance of the system will yield 
a reasonable income on the cost of reproducing the same. In determining what is a proper 
adjustment of rates as between the difTerent portions of the system, every case must depend 
on its own circumstances. We do not wish to be understood as assuming that in fact any 
portion of the railway system here in question is not self -supporting. There is no evidence 
on that point either one way or the other. But under the statute the burden was on the 
railway company to make out its case, acd when it showed such a great disparity between 
the earnlogs in this state and the earnings outside of the state, and when it claimed that the 
people of Minnesota were entitled to so little benefit ($168 per mile) from the large amount of 
through business carried across the state. It should have gone further, and shown that all, or 
substantially all, of Its system, was self-supporting; that no substantial portion of the 
system was an incumbrance on the rest of It. 

11. Let us now proceed to consider further some of the other questions in the case. As 
we have seen, it Is not the amount of bonds and stocks and the amount of interest or div- 
idends which some one has guarantied or agreed to pay that determines whether or not the 
rates fixed by the commission are confiscatory, but this is determined by what, under the 
circumstances, is a fair Income on the cost of producing the road. The court below adopted 
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the former test instead of the latter. In finding the amount of " Interest on Minnesota por- 
tion of bonded debt," it adopted the table famished by the railway company, and called 
"Second Supplement to Exhibit J," which is as follows: 

Details of interest, 11,490,130, on Minnesota proportion of bonded debt of St. P., M. & M. 
properties: 

I 2,323,000 atTpercent • 182,640 

7,454,000 at 4H per cent 836,430 

16,638,000 at 6 per cent 992,160 

• 28,312,000 $l,490i^ 

To this the court added a further charge of 8 per cent on 115,000,000 of the Manitoba stock, 
on which the Great Northern company agreed to pay a dividend of 6 per cent per annum. In' 
these times, as we have seen, 6 per cent per annum on the cost of reproducing all of the road 
except the terminals, and 2H per cent on the cost of reproducing the terminals, is a liberal 
income, and the fact that the railroad company agreed to pay Interest and dividends at the 
rate of 8 and 7 per cent per annum does not concern the patrons of the road. The court 
found the cost of reproducing the part of the road within this state to be {44,000,000. Of this, 
as we have seen, about $14,000,000 is the cost of reproduoing the terminals, on which 2% per 
cent per annum is a liberal rate of income, and 6 per cent is a liberal rate on the balance. 

6 per cent of 130,000,000 equals 11,600,000 

2H per cent on 114,000,000 equals 360,000 

Total amount of reasonable income 11,860,000 

Taxes 184,756 

Rentals (to companies other than the Manitoba) 138,408 

Total 92,188,268 

Then If the net earnings in 1894 in this state would, under the rates fixed by the commis- 
sion, amount to the last-named sum, such rates were not confiscatory. This sum is very 
much less than the 88,580,798 of net earnings in this state, which we get by dividing on the 
mileage basis the gross earnings on the through business; and, after deducting from the last- 
named sum the $248,992 which the net earnings would be reduced by the rates fixed by the 
oommission, we have $8,311,808. Deducting said $2,188,288 from this leaves $1,143,654 to compen- 
sate for whatever error may exist in the rule of apportioning the earnings on through busi- 
ness on the mileage basis. In other words, by so apportioning the earnings on the mileage 
basis we would have the last-named sum earned, or assumed to be earned, in this state, to 
apply to fixed charges and expenses beyond the state, and still the rates fixed by the commis. 
sion would not be confiscatory. But the railway company made no case which required the 
court to make any division of the earnings between the parts of its lines within and the parts 
of its lines without this state. Under our statute the burden is on the railway company to 
prove that the rates pxed by the commission are confiscatory. The witnesses for the railway 
company did not give the data on which they estimated what part of the gross earnings on 
such through business should be credited to Minnesota. And, in estimating the amount of 
fixed charges, it is evident that these witnesses and the court below assumed that the pro- 
ceeds of all of the $84,568,484 of bonds outstanding, except the $88,312,000 apportioned to Minne- 
sota as aforesaid, went into the construction of the lines of road beyond this state, and that 
the proceeds of the bonds so apportioned to the lines beyond the state were equal to the face 
of the bonds. But, as we will hereafter show, the proceeds of such bonds which went into the 
construction of the lines beyond the state must be held, on the evidence, to be about $17,760,- 
000 less than the face of the bonds. This is a very large discrepancy, which renders wholly 
worthless the estimates of these witnesses as to the amount of fixed charges which the parts 
of the lines beyond the state should bear. Then the railway company did not maintain the 
burden of proof placed upon it by the statute, and show to what extent, if any, a division of 
the gross earnings on such through business on the mileage basis was unfair and inequitable. 
The railway company must prove every fact necessary to make out its case. It did not prove 
what its rates were beyond the line of the state, or that the rates fixed by the commission 
were comparatively lower than the rates on through business, or comparatively lower than 
the rates on local business outside of this state. It offered evidence tending to prove the cost 
of reproducing the part of the roads in Minnesota, but it offered no direct evidence tending to 
prove the cost of reproducing the parts of the roads outside of this state. Neither have we 
any light as to the original cost of the latter, except what may be gathered from the amount 
of bonds issued, and the estimates of the witnesses of the railway company as to the amount 
of these* bonds which should be apportioned to the part of the lines in Minnesota. But it 
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appears from the evidence that considerable of the proceeds of the rest of these bonds went 
Into other enterprises fostered by the railway company. 

13. As before stated, the total amount of bonds Issued was, In round numbers, 
184,000,000: the amount so apportioned to Minnesota, tS6,000,000: the Manitoba company sold 
$5,000,000 of stock for cash at par : and Its stockholders paid Into Its treasury In cash $10,000,000 
more when the lease was made to the Great Northern company; and all of the proceeds of 
these transactions went Into the construction of said leased lines of railroad, and the foster- 
ing of said other enterprises. But the evidence does not show very clearly how much went 
into each. We will now state some of these transactions more In detail. Of the $84,000,000 or 
more of bonds now outstanding, $7,806,000, known as " Montana Extension Bonds,** are a lien 
only on that part of the road in Montana, and $28,848,484, known as "Pacific Bxtenslon Bonds,'* 
are a first lien only on that part of the road west of Montana. Both series are 4 per cent 
fifty-year bonds, and Vice-President Olough testified that they were sold at about 80 oents 
on the dollar, so that they would net 5 per cent Interest per annum. To net 5 per cent inter- 
est per annum for the fifty years, they should be sold for 81Vi cents on the dollar, and their pro- 
ceeds would be $6,780,894 less than the face of the bonds. Therefore that much less went into 
the construction of the road It is easy to understand why these bonds, secured only by a 
mortgage on sections of this road running through this undeveloped country, would have to 
be sold at such a discount. But If these bonds were not at the time adequately secured, so 
that they could be floated at such reasonably low rates of Interest as bonds adequately 
secured might be, the loss resulting from the transaction should be borne by some one else 
than the patrons of the road. But In any event, the cost of constructing or reproducing the 
road must be that much less, and for the purpose of this case this six and three-quarter mil- 
lions (nearly) should be thrown out In ascertaining the amount of capital invested in this 
road. It will be remembered that after the foreclosure sales of 1879 the Manitoba company 
ssued to its promoters $15,000,000 of its stock. Some time afterwards it Issued $5,000,000 more, 
which was sold for cash at par. The manner in which the $10,000,000 was paid by the stock- 
holders of the Manitoba company into its treasury at the time of the lease as aforesaid Is well 
stated by the court in its findings of fact as follows: 

" At the time of the lease of its road by the Manitoba company to the Great Northern 
company, in 1890, a large amount of miscellaneous property was sold and transferred by said 
Manitoba company to said Great Northern company. Said properties consisted of the follow- 
ing items, of the agreed value set opposite each, as follows: 

BONDS 

WlUmar & Sioux Falls railway. ' $2,625,000.00 

Duluth, Watertown & Pacific railway 1,375,000.00 

, Montana Central railway 600,000.00 

St. Paul, Minneapolis & Manitoba railway, first mortgage bonds 100.00 

St. Paul, Minneapolis & Manitoba railway, Montana extension 5,000.00 

Minnesota Transfer railway 109,000.00 

Todd county 30,000.00 

Town of Hutchinson 12,000.00 

Townof Breckenridge 4,300.00 

County of Pipestone 30,000.00 

Townof Minnesota Falls* 2,00000 

Townof Sandness 2,000.00 

Total '. "$4,095,400.00 

Eastern Railway company of Minnesota $ 5,000,000.00 

Montana Central Railway company 5,000,000.00 

Willmar & Sioux Falls Railway company 1,500,000.00 

Duluth, Watertown & Pacific 730,000.00 

Northern Steamship company 1,500,000.00 

Minneapolis Union Railway company 600,000.00 

St. Paul Union Depot company 70,000.00 

Minneapolis Transfer company 7,000.00 

St. Paul, Mlnneapolls& Manitoba Railway company 5,600.00 

Sand Coulee Coal company , 260,000.00 

Climax Coal company 140,000.00 

St. Paul Foundry company 76,000.00 

Ft. Benton Bridge company 11,000.00 

Lake Superior Terminal Railway company 16,700.00 

Total $14,814,900.00 
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OTHBB PROPERTIES. 

Land contracts | 621,771.93 

St. Anthony elevator 39,382.83 

fiotel Lafayette : 207,075.32 

Mlnnetonka Beach lands 76,202.71 

Pine lands, Mille Lacs county 53,503.56 

Devil's Lake townslte .23,361.90 

Sundry town sites 5,000.000 

St. Paul, Minneapolis & Manitoba company bonds 750,000.00 

Land grant, St. Cloud to Hinckley 553 525.74 

Totl 9 2,328,823,89 

"Said properties so transferred were of the aggregate value of 921,839,123.89, and were paid 
for by the Great Northern company by its stock>then issued, to the amount of 920,000,000, in 
the manner following, as shown by the reports to the commissioners in evidence: The prop- 
erties so transferred as aforesaid were subject to a lien of 99,260,000. The stockholders of the 
Manitoba company paid to the Great Northern company 910,000,000 in cash, and transferred it 
to said properties as aforesaid. The Great Northern company assumed and paid said lien of 
10,250,000, and thereupon issued to said stockholders of the Maaltoba company 920,000,000 of 
Great Northern stock; each stockholder of the Manitoba company being given a share of the 
stock of the Great Northern company for each share that he held in the Manitoba.'* 

Because the Great Northern company paid for these properties with 920,000,000 of its stock, 
the court below held that these properties and the income from the same must be excluded 
from consideration in this case ; that,' for the purposes of this case, these properties, and the 
income from the same, must be set aside and appropriated exclusively to the payment of div- 
idends on these 920,000,000 of Great Northern company stock, and that at the same time the road 
operated by the Great Northern company in its own name must earn enough to pay all of the 
interest on all of these 984,000,000 of bonds, and all of the other fixed charges on this road; 
and, because it would fail to do so under the rates fixed by the commission, these rates are 
confiscatory. This is clearly error. For the purposes of this case, said 920,000,000 of Great 
Northern Railway company stock represent only 910,000,000 paid In. The rest is water. These 
other proi>erties above enumerated not only represent these 910,000,000, but, as we have seen, 
they must also represent over 111,000,000 more of the proceeds of these 984,000,000 of bonds 
Issued by the Manitoba company, with which proceeds these properties were originally 
acquired, and yet the Interest on all of these bonds is charged up against the earnings of the 
Great Northern Railway company's road. Then, if the position of the court below Is correct, 
the stockholders of the Manitoba company have succeeded In taking out over $11,000,000 of its 
capital, on which the road must still earn an Income. If these other properties are to be 
thus excluded, the 910,000,000 paid for the 120,000,000 of Great Northern Railway company stock 
must also be excluded, and about 911,000,000 more must be deducted from said 984,000,000 of 
bonds. Perhaps, with the data which has now been given, we can approximate the original 
cost of the parts of these roads outside of this state. 

Of the 984,000,000 of bonds outstanding, the witnesses of the railway company appor- 
tion to the part of the road in this state $ 26,312,000.00 

Discount on Montana extension and Pacific extension bonds 6,780,849.00 

Bonds, the proceeds of which acquired said other properties 11,000,000 00 

Total 144,092,849.00 

Deducting this from 984,668,484, the total amount of bonds outstanding, we have 940,465,635 
as the total amount of the proceeds of these bonds Invested In the construction of the parts 
of these lines outside of this state. Add to this the 96,000,000 In cash paid for said 96,000,000 of 
Manitoba stock, and we have: 

As the total approximate cost of the parts of these lines outside of this state. . . .4 46,465,635.00 
Oost of reproducing road in this state ; 44,000,000.00 

Total cost of road | 89,465,635.00 

Of this total, 914,000,000 is the cost of reproducing the terminals In St. Paul and Minne- 
apolis, and 2Vi per cent per annum Is, as we have seen, a liberal income on the same. On the 
other 75Vi millions (nearly), 5 per cent per annum is, In these times, a liberal income. 
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Five per cent of r6,fi00,000 • 3,775,000.00 

Two and one-half per cent of $14,000,000 350,000.00 

Total reasonable Income $ 4,135,000.00 

Let US now ascertain what amount of Income the whole road produced in 1894. The Great 
Northern Railway company reported for the fiscal year of 1894 as follows: 

Total gross earnings for entire road, not including other revenue $ 11,385,770.96 

Total operating expenses 6,488,770.21 

Net earnings for the year from the operation of the road | 4,896,991.75 

Miscellaneous income arising from lease of terminals and parts of road, interest, 

exchange, etc 773,S07.54 

Total J 5,670,289.29 

From this must be deducted: 

Interest on separate debt of Great Northern company 600,000.00 

Rentals paid to other companies than the Manitoba Railway company 285,006.99 

Taxes 411,942.83 

Total I 1,296,948.88 

From said total income of • 6,670,289.29 

Deduct said sum of 1,298,948.82 

And we have, total net income I 4,378,340.47 

Reduction which the rates fixed by the commission would cause 248,992 00 

Total net income under rates as so fixed $ 4,124,348.47 

This, it will be observed, is but a few hundred dollars less than the above estimate of what 
under the circumstances, would be a liberal income in 1894 from the whole of these leased 
lines, and, in our opinion, is neither an unreasonable nor a confiscatory income. In the above 
computation we have assumed, without proof, that the interest on the separate debt of the 
Great Northern Railway company is but reasonable income on capital acquired by incurring 
such debt, and invested in the road after the making of said lease. If so, it is a proper charge 
to be deducted from the net earnings, in determining the amount of the net income. But, for 
the purposes of this case, there is no difference in principle between this interest and interest 
on the debts of the Manitoba company which the Great Northern company agreed to pay as 
rent. If the amount of such fixed charges exceed the amount of what is a reasonable income 
on the cost of reproducing the road, the patrons of the road should not be required to pay the 
excess. 

13. But there are still other reasons why the railway company 'did not maintain the 
burden of proof cast upon it by the statute, and which would be cast upon it without the 
aid of any statute. For the purpose of showing that the rates fixed by the commission are 
confiscatory, the railway company has presented to the court only a part of its entire rail- 
way system. Portions of this system have been separately incorporated, but the whole 
is under one management, and is in fact managed as one entire system. The stocks of 
these other separately incorporated portions are all, or nearly all, owned by the Great North- 
ern Railway company. Not only is this so, but it appears from the testimony of Vice-Presi- 
dent Olough that the stocks of some, if not of all, of these separate corporations have been 
placed in the hands of the trustees for the purpose of preserving the integrity of the whole 
system. There are also some other incorporated enterprises whose stocks are owned by the 
Great Northern company. These stocks are all enumerated in the portion of the court's 
findings last above quoted. We will now proceed on the assumption that, for the purj>oses of 
this case, the Great Northern Railway company has a right thus to diylde up its entire sys- 
tem. It appears from the report of the Great Northern company to the railroad commission 
for the fiscal year of 1894 (In evidence in this case) that some of these stocks earned some very 
large dividends In that year. The following Is taken from one of the tables in that report: 
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Total 
par value. 


Rate 


Income or 
dividend 
received. 


Valua- 
tion. 


Eastern Railway Oompany of Minnesota 


15,000,00000 

1,500,000 00 

1,500,000.00 

500,000.00 

260,000.00 


8% 
10^ 
10% 
16 *« 


1400,000.00 

150,000.00 

150,00000 

75,000.00 

aoo,ooo.oo 


16,000,000.00 


Wiilmar A Sioux Falls' Railway company 


1,500,000.00 


Northern Steamship company 

Minneapolis Union Railway company 

Sand Coulee Goal company.. 


1,600,000.00 
600,000.00 
260,000.00 



Besides declaring these dividends, the Minnesota Eastern Railway company paid 6 per 
cent interest on $4,700,000 of bonds issued by it, and the Wiilmar & Sioux Falls Railway com- 
pany paid 5 per cent interest on 13,825,000 of bonds issued by it. None of these bonds are now 
held by the Great Northern company. The Northern Steamship company connects with the 
Great Northern railway system at its terminus at West Superior, Wis., and carries freight 
and passengers from that point eastward over the great lakes as far as Buifalo, N. T. The 
Band Coulee Coal company furnishes a large portion of the co4l consumed in operating the 
lines of the Great Northern Railway company, and the balance of the coal produced by its 
mines is distributed by the railway company to consumers along its lines. These separate 
corporations are all controlled absolutely by the Great Northern company, and the amount 
of the profi-.s of each depends almost wholly on the character of its dealings with the Great 
Northern company, and is in fact a mere matter of book keeping, in which the oilcers of the 
latter company divide the joint profits as they see fit. But, so far as the rights of the patrons 
of the railroad may be prejudiced by aoy such division, they are not bound by it. When the 
two contracting parties are in fact one, so that the one party Is merely dealing with himself, 
the rights of third parties cannot be concluded by such dealing. And when a party deals 
with himself in such a c»se the burden is on him to show that the transaction is a fair and 
equitable one. The burden was on the Great Northern Railway company, in this case, to 
show that the division of profit4B between it and these other corporations was fair and reason- 
able, and it failed to offer any evidence on that point. The presumption against it is also 
heightened by the appearance of things. Here are some parts of its railway system and some 
of these other corporations earning as dividends from 8 to 120 per cent per annum, and no 
explanation is given. It is highly commendable, in the management of this system, that it 
organized all of these profitable enterprises for the benefit of all of its stockholders, and not 
for the benefit of the managers and their favorites, as has been done by railway managers in 
so many other instances. But the fact that it has organized for the benefit of its stockholders 
all these profii>able side enterprises which feed off this railroad system does not change the 
presumption as between it and the public, or show that it has been equally fair and disinter- 
ested toward the patrons of the road. Here, for instance, is the Wiilmar A Sioux Falls 
branch, which is a mere feeder of one of the main lines, earning in these dull times a divi- 
dend of lU per cent, above the interest on its bonds, while, as the railway company claims, 
the main line is earning no dividend at all, or scarcely any. The division of profits in this 
instance may be fair and reasonable, but it will certainly take evidence to prove that it is. 
It may be a question whether this entire railway system should be thus divided up at all. As 
appears by the court's findings above quoted, there are a number of other separate railroad 
corporations whose stocks are owned by the Great Northern company. The railroad proper- 
ties of most of these other companies are a part of the Great Northern system. A fair divi- 
dend was declared on the stocks of some of these companies, and none at all on the stocks of 
others. It may be that this whole railroad system is tied together for better and for worse; 
that it is immaterial how the management has apportioned the profits between the different 
parts of the system, and that for the purpose of determining whether rates fixed by 
one state are confiscatory, the only division that can be made of the whole system 
Is into the portion which is self -supporting and the portions which are not • self-sup- 
porting, as before stated; and that, after rejecting the latter portions, it only remains 
to be determined whether the rates thus fixed by the state are comparatively lower 
than the rates beyond the state, so that a like reduction of the latter rates to the same 
comparative level would result in such a deficiency of income as to be confiscatory. On these 
points we will express no opinion. But, unless substance is sacrificed to form, it may be that 
the separately incorporated portions of this railway system should not, for the purposes of 
such a case as this, be regarded as separate railroads. But even if these separately incor- 
ated portions must be regarded as one railroad, or a single system, it is still a question 
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whether the plant of the Northern Steamship company should be regarded as a part of that 
system, and it Is still more doubtful whether the mines or plant of the Sand Ooulee Goal 
company should be so regarded: and, if these plants should not be considered a part of the 
railway system, the Great Northern Railway company would not have to put into the common 
pot, in this case, such profits of those two concerns as result from a Just and equitable divi- 
sion of profits between the railway system and each of these other plants. But the burden 
would still be on the railway company in this case to show that it has made such a just and 
equitable division of such profits, and, as before stated, it has failed to maintain that burden. 
The presumption against the Great Northern company on this point is further strengthened 
by the fact that all of its revenues in 1891 from all its properties were such that they only 
lacked 1104,153.58 of paying all of the fixed charges for that year, including the 6 per cent divi- 
dend on the 130,000,000 of Manitoba stock, and paying also a dividend of 11,187,500 on the stock 
of the Great Northern company. The deficiency was taken from the surplus of over $3,500,000 
on hand, accumulated from the revenues of former years. This appears by the ''income 
account" of the Great Northern company in its said report for 1804, which is as follows: 

Gross earnings from operation , 811,385,770.06 

Less operating expenses 6,488,779.21 

Income from operation '. $ 4,896,991.75 

Dividend on stocks owned S 1,084,607.25 

Interest on bonds owned 183,197.49 

Miscellaneous income, less expenses 733,297.57 

Total $ 1,951,102.31 

Totalincome $ 6,848,094.06 

OEDUOTIONS FROM INOOMB. 

Interest on funded debt accrued (separate debt of Gt. N. By. Co.). ... $ 600,000.00 

Bents paid for lease of road 4,752,804 91 

Taxes 411,943.83 

Total deductions from income • 5,764,747.74 

Netlncome • 1,083,34632 

Divid ends 5 per cent preferred (Great Northern) stock .* 1,187,500.()0 

Deficit from operations of year ending June 30, 1804 104,153 68 

Surplus on June 30, 1893 (from general balance sheet, 1893 report) 3,527,966.82 

Surplus on June 30, 1894 (for entry on general balance sheet) 3,423,803.14 

Then, from every view that can be taken of this case. It must be held that the railway 
company failed to maintain the burden of proof that was upon it, and show that the rates 
complained of are confiscatory. In said report of the dividend declared by the Sand Coulee 
Ck>al company in 1894 is a note stating that this dividend of $300,000 was " paid out of the profits 
of the Sand Coulee Coal company for the last four years.*' We do not see that this fact» 
standing alone, changes any presumption in this case, or raises a presumption that it had not 
declared large dividends in prior years. It is also claimed that a considerable portion of the 
profits of the Great Northern company for years prior to 1894 were invested in the difTerent 
properties, instead of being distributed among its stockholders, but the amount of the profits 
so invested does not appear. We do not see that these facts should have any very controlling 
influence in the result of this case. If the Great Northern company has made such large 
profits in the past that it was able to pay very large dividends, and still accumulate such 
large amounts of surplus to invest in its properties, or to carry along for several years, it 
should be content to get along with smaller profits in such times of financial stringency as 
existed in 1894. Then, from any view that can be taken of the case, it must be held that the 
railway company failed to maintain the burden of proof that was upon it, and show that the 
rates complained of were confiscatory. We are of the opinion that, therefore, the order 
appealed from should be reversed, and a new trial granted. It is so ordered. 

Mitchell, J. I concur in the result arrived at in the foregoing opinion, and in most of the 
grounds upon which it is based ; but, in view of the importance of the case, I wish to empha- 
size a few principles which I think should govern this class of cases in the courts. I 
will do this in the form of a statement of certain propositions, without entering into any 
extended argument in their support: 

1. It must now be accepted as the settled law, that, when rates of charges by railway 
companies have been fixed by the legislature or a commission, the determination of the 
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question whether such rates are "reasonable" or "unreasonable** is a Judicial function. 
But this is so, not because the fixing of rates is a Judicial function (for all the authorities 
agree that it is a leglslatlTe one), but solely by virtue of the constitutional guaranty that no 
one shall be deprived of his proi^erty without due process of law. Therefore, the only 
function of the courts is to determine whether the rates fixed violate this constitutional 
principle. Courts should be very slow to interfere with the deliberate Judgment of the legis- 
lature or a legislative commission in the exercise of what is confessedly a legislative or 
administrative function. To warrant such interference, it should clearly appear that the 
rates fixed are so grossly inadequate as to be confiscatory, and hence in violation of the con- 
stitution. It is not enough to Justify a court in holding a rate " unreasonable,*' and hence 
unconstitutional, that, if it was its province to fix rates, it would, in its Judgment, have fixed 
them somewhat higher. Any such doctrines would result, in effect, in transferring the 
power of fixing rates from the legislature to the courts, and making it a Judicial, and not a 
legislative, function. When there is room for a reasonable difference of opinion, in the 
exercise of an honest and intelligent Judgment, as to the reasonableness of a rate, the courts 
have no right to set up their Judgment against that of the legislature or of a legislative com- 
mission. In my opinion, it is only when a rate is manifestly so grossly inadequate that it 
could not have been fixed in the exercise of an honest and intelligent Judgment, that the 
courts have any right to declare it to be confiscatory. This seems to be substantially the 
doctrine :iuggested in Waterworks v. Schottler, 110 U. S. 347-354. 4 Sup., Ot., 48, which, so far as 
I can discover is the first case in which that court suggested any modification or limitation 
of the doctrine of the so-called " Granger cases." And I think it is the doctrine which the 
courts must finally settle down on, unless they are prepared to assume the function of them- 
selves fixing rates. 

2. What is a reasonable rate is a difficult question, and it is doubtful whether any single 
rule for determining it can be laid down that would be complete, and alike applicable to all 
cases. But as good a general rule as I have found is that stated by counsel for the 
Northern Pacific Railway company in this case, to-wit: " If a railroad is built and operated 
wisely and economically: if it is located where public need requires it, where there is busi- 
ness to Justify its existence, and constructed so as to be fit and well adapted for the business 
which it aims to accommodate,— it should be entitled to reiurn as good interest on the cost 
of the reproduction of the road as capital invested in the average of other lines of enter- 
prise.*' It seems to me that it follows, as corollaries from this rule, that— First, the cost of 
reproduction must be estimated on a present cash basis, and that it can make no difference 
whether a road was originally built with cash capital paid in by the stockholders, or with 
borrowed money secured by mortgage on the property; and, second, a rate may be reasonable 
during times of general financial depression, when capital invested in all lines of enterprise 
is yielding a small return, which would be unreasonable in prosperous times, when capital 
Interested in business enterprises is yielding a much larger return. There is no constitu- 
tional principle which guarantees the capital invested in railroads immunity from business 
vidsbitudes to which capital invested in ail other enterprises is subject. These propositions 
are fully discussed in the opinion. The courts should take notice of the general depression 
in business prevailing in 1894. 

3. Where capital (including labor) invested in the production of any article or com- 
modity is comparatively unremunerative, yielding but a small return, a rate for the trans- 
portation of such article or commodity may be reasonable, although, if the carrier was 
required to do all his business at rates fixed on a corresponding basis, such rates would be 
unreasonable, to the extent of being confiscatory. This is but an enlarged application of a 
principle already suggested. It is a principle upon which railroads themselves act every day 
in fixing rates, recognizing as they do that rates are largely dependent upon competition 
among producers or shippers. Of course, this proposition has its limitations, but it is unneces- 
sary to discuss them here. The courts, I think, should take notice of the small profit in rais- 
ing grain in Minnesota in and about 1894. owing to the comparatively low prices then 
prevailing. 

I will not go into any discussion of the evidence, or any analysis of the labyrinth of 
figures and estimates presented in the testimony. That has been very exhaustively, and, as 
I think, correctly, done by Justice Oanty. Applying the rules I have suggested to the evi- 
dence, I do not think any court would be Justified in holding that the railroad company has 
satisfactorily proved that the rates fixed by the commission for the transportation of grain 
are "unreasonable;" that is, if enforced, they would be* confiscatory. 

Two propositions, however, are advanced in the f oreglng opinion, to the entire correctness 
of which I do not care to commit myself. I refer to the propositions— First, that a railway 
company is entitled to a much less percentage on the value of its terminals than it is on the 
21 
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cost of reproducing the rest of its road; and, second, that, in determining what are reason- 
able rates on the rest of a line or system of railway, a state has a right to reject from the 
calculation such portions of the line or system as are not self-supporting. While It is doubt- 
less true that, rightly understood and rightly applied, there is at least an element of truth in 
both of these propositions, yei they open up such a vast and difficult field for discussion, and 
would, at best, be subject to so many limitations and qualifications, depending upon the facts 
and circumstances of each particular case, that I do not now wish to either affirm or deny 
the correctness of what is said on those points, especially as they are not discussed by coun- 
sel, and are not, in my Judgment, necessary to the determination of the present case. 

Oollins, J. I concur in the conclusion reached in the foregoing opinion, but will state my 
Tiews upon some matters not specially referred to by Mr. Justice Oanty. 

The complaint herein was filed under the provisions of subdivision e, S 8, c 10, general 
laws 1887, as amended by general laws 1891, c. 106, § 1 This subdivision provides for such filing, 
the giving of notice to the common carrier, and a hearing before the commission, if the car- 
rier refuses or neglects to change its tariff of rates as demanded in the complaint. After a 
hearing or investigation the commission makes its report to both complainant and carrier, 
and, if it finds by the evidence that the tariff of rates complained of is unequal or unreason- 
able, the "commission shall state wherein they are unequal or unreasonable, and shall make 
a tariff of rates, fares, charges and classifications which shall be substituted for the tariff 
complained of *' It is then provided that " such tariff of rates, f ares,charges or classifications, 
so made by the commission, shall be deemed and taken in all courts of this state as pHtna /oeie 
evidence that the tariff of rates, fares, charges or classifications so made is equal and rea- 
sonable, and such tariff so made shall be in full force and effect during the {tendency of any 
appeal that may be taken in the matter to the courts.** Here we find that by legislative 
enactment an order of the commission fixing and prescribing a tariff of rates must be deemed 
and taken, in all of the courts in our state, as jfrima facie evidence that the tariff so fixed 
and prescribed is equal and reasonable; the onus being thus cast upon the appealing carrier, 
in all of our legal tribunals and in all proceedings, to show that it is not. The burden of 
proof was therefore upon this respondent carrier to overcome the prima fade case presented 
in the court below by means of. the order of the commission. And this burden rested upon 
the carrier at every stage of the trial, and in respect to all matters affecting its earning 
capacity, its sources of revenue, its operating expenses, the fixed charges, and the value of 
the investment. The question then arising is whether, in all respects, the evidence Justified 
and warranted the fiading, in effect, that the tariff rates fixed by the order of the commission 
upon wheat, oats, barley, rye, and corn, and the mill products of these grains, were so unjust 
and unreasonable as to be confiscatory in their nature, and, when enforced, to operate as a 
practical destruction of the rights of property. The court below found that the tariff rates 
charged by respondent on grain prior to the order in controversy, which order reduced the 
rates on the kinds of grain mentioned, and their mill products, about 10 per cent, were low in 
comparison with rates on other clashes of traffic; and it also found, should the rates com- 
plained of be reduced as ordered, that "the evidence fails to show that there is any class of 
traffic in this state upon which the rates can be reasonably increased to make good the 
amount of such reduction." The finding that the rates complained of were low in com- 
parison with rates on other classes of traffic* admitting that this finding was supported by 
the evidence, does not tend to support the decision, ultimately reached, that the rates fixed in 
the order were unjust and unreasonable; for the rates on other classed of traffic, when com- 
pared with rates on grain, might be much below what would be a Just and reasonable com- 
pensation to the carrier. Nor would it follow from the fact that, by comparison, grain rates 
were lower than rates upon other commodities, that the rates upon these commodities could 
not be advanced so as to relieve grain from part of the cost of transportation, if sound busi- 
ness principles Justified, or Justice to the public demanded such action. And when making 
the finding that the evidence failed to show that there was aay class of traffic upon which 
the rates could reasonably be increased so as to make the loss to the carrier arising from the 
reduction of revenues caused by the order, the court seems to have disregarded the rule that 
the burden of proof was on the respondent to show that the rates upon some other, or all 
other, classes of traffic, could not be raised so as to cover the reduction, and make good any 
decrease in its revenues growing out of the operation of the order, and to have overlooked 
the important fact that it was not incumbent upon the complainant to show by a preponder- 
ance of evidence that the carrier's loss by reason of the reduction of tariff rates upon the 
grains mentioned in the order could be made good by increasing, without injustice to any one* 
the tariff rates upon other classes of traffic. It is well known that, in the business of trans, 
portation, common carriers are continually applying principles which are forced upon them 
by reason of peculiar conditions and situations. Oompetition between carriers and produceri 
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brings about these conditions and situations, and the result is that arbitrary rules must 
yield to hard, unyielding facts. Because of this the rate for carrying any particular com- 
modity cannot always be regulated and governed by comparison with the rates fixed for 
other articles. These rules compel what appears, at first glance, to be discrimination 
between commodities. Th it this is an every day practice with carriers, ani that it is well 
known and Justified in business circles,and is tolerated and approved because of the necessity, 
eannot be overlooked by the courts any more than it is by Jegislatures or by commissioners, 
or by the carriers themselves, when making schedules of rates for the transportation of 
either passengers or merchandise. And if this business policy actuates and influences the 
carriers themselves to di^reg^rd a rule of strict c )mpari8on and strict equaliiy, as between 
bulk or weight or value of the various commodities, and to carry one article many more 
miles for the same money than they do another, although there may be no substantial 
difference in bulk or weight, or otherwise, between these two articles, and this is approved 
by the public as good business policy under the circumstances, there is no reason why the 
legislature or the commission should not be actuated, influenced, and governed by the same 
rule. And there is no reason why the courts should not heed and act upon it when called 
upon to consider and review an order of the character of the one at bar. No better rule for 
the government of a public commission or a court when investigating rates can be adopted 
than one applied by the railroads themselves — a rule which will so adjust rates as to secure 
the largest interchange of commodities; a rule which will stimulate, encourage, and induce 
the movement of any commodity which can be produced in any section of the country in 
large quantities Of course, such rates should n^ t be established so low as to impose an 
unreasonable burden on other traffic, but should be fixed ** so as to have reasonable relation 
to the cost of production and the value of the transportation service to the producer and 
shipper.*' The rule I speak of as being constantly recognized and acted upon by railroads 
has often been referred to and countenanced by the interstate commerce commission when 
considering the question of long and sh )rt hauls. In re Louisvile A N. By. Oo., 1 Interst. 
Commerce Oom. B 31; Thurber v Bail way Oo., 3 Interst. Oommerce Oom. B. 473; Lehmann v. 
Railway Oo , 4 Interst. Oommerce Com B. 1; Warner v. Bail way Oo , Id. 38; In re Excessive 
Freight Bates, etc., Id. 48 In fact, the rule which permits a greater rate per mile on the 
short haul than is charged upon the long is based upon the same principle as that which 
allows a greater rate to be charged upon certain classes of freight than upon other classes 
where there is no material difference in weight, bulk, value, or cost of transportation, and is 
Justified by the same argument. ( am of the opinion that evidence should have been intro- 
duced in this case which would have supported a finding to the effect that there was no class 
of traffic in the state upon which rates could 'have been reasonably increased or fixed so as to 
make good the amount of reduction uoon the articles mentioned in the order appealed from, 
and that without such a finding of fact the conclusion of the court below reversing the 
order of the commission was erroneous. I see no reason for holding, as claimed by the 
appellants, that the court below erred in receiving the evidence tendered by the Northern 
Pacific Bailway company, or that it erred in basing its order of reversal upon the condition 
of the affairs of that road as shown by the evidence, if it was so based I am of the opinion 
that the learned trial court adhered very closely upjn the hearing to what was said in this 
cause when it was here before upon this subject. 

I do not quite understand what was meant by the court below when it used the following 
language in its eighteenth finding of fact: '*The order appealed from does not constitute a 
tariff It cannot be published as a tariff. It'simply fixes the maximum rates upon the mile- 
age basis.'* I think, when examining schedule A., in which the rate in cents per 100 pounds 
for various distances, commencing with 4 cents per 100 for five miles and under, and increas- 
ing for every five miles until the rate for 400 miles was fixed at 16.7 per 100, the court over- 
looked the order, for that concluded as follows: *' It is therefore ordered that the tariff rates 
and charges on the above mentioned articles be reduced and fixed at the rate shown in said 
schedule A." This was a fixing of the tariff rates by the commission, although it is quite 
possible that a schedule of rates based thereon would have to be prepared by the carrier for 
the use and guidance of its employes. The order must be regarded as a tariff of rates upon a 
mileage basis between the points mentioned io the complaint. It is not operative elsewhere, 
although in terms it ihay be broad enough to cover the entire line of road owned or operated 
by the Great Northern company. If, by the fourth subdivision of the main opinion, this court 
means to hold that the district court can, upon appeal from an order fixing a tariff of rates 
made by the commission, determine what the rates should be when unable to affirm the 
order, I must dissent. I am of the opinion that the court below did not err when it refused to 
find a Just and reasonable freight rate for the commodities mentioned in the order, and when 
it held that it is without the purview of a court of law to determine the question. The claim 
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of the appellant on this pointoisnthat power to find, fix and determine what are reasonable 
rates is conferred by the statute which authorizes the court on appeal to affirm, modify or 
rererse the order, in whole or in part, as justice may require. General laws 1881, chapter 108, 
fta, subdiTision d. The fixing of rates is a legi»latiTe or administrative function. It is not a 
judicial question, except as judicial power may be invoked and used to prevent and restrain 
an abuse of legislative or administrative authority, by the exercise of which a rate unreason- 
ably low, and confiscatory in fact, has been established. When we consider that the commis- 
sion has x>ower to malce many orders which do not afPect or fix rates, but which are appeal- 
able and may be modified by the courts, I am obliged to hold that the word "modify** comprises 
** only those modifications which would be an exercise of judicial power, and as not including 
modification essentially Involving an exercise of legislative or administrative power." Thus 
construing the word, we can give it an effect which harmonizes the section in which it is found 
with what was said in Beagan v. Trust Oo , 154 U. B., 8<GB; 14 Sup. Ot., 1047, as follows: " Courts 
are not authorized to revise or change the body of rates imposed by legislature or a commis- 
sion. They do not determine whether one rate is preferable to another, or what, under all 
the circumstances, would be fair and reasonable as between the carriers and the shippers. 
They do not engage in any mere administrative work, but still there can be no doubt of their 
IX)wer and duty to inquire whether a body of rates prescribed by a legislature or the com- 
mission is unjust or unreasonable and such as to work a practical destruction to rights of 
property, and, if found to be so, to restrain its operation." Commenting on this and other 
cases, the circuit court remarked in Railroad Oo. v. Dey, 38 Fed., 663: "It would be strange, 
indeed, after the various adjudications of the supreme court, if any court should assume to 
prescribe a schedule of rates." It has been invariably held that courts are without author- 
ity to change rate tariffs when fixed by either legislature or commission. I see nothing in 
our statute which suggests that the well settled rule should be departed from. 
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SYLLABI OF CASES DECIDED BY THE INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

August 21, 1896, to December I, 1897. 

The Oommercial Olab of Omaha t. The Ohioago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company: 
The Chicago, Rock Island & Texas Railway company; The Missouri Pacific Railway com- 
pany ; The Burlington & Missouri Rlrer Railroad c impany In Nebraska; The Kansas Olty, St. 
Joseph & Council Bluffs Railroad company ; The Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway company ; 
The A.tchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad company, and Aldace F. Walker, John J. McOook 
and J. 0. Wilson, receirers thereof; The Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway company; The 
Houston & Texas Central Railroad company; The International & Oreat Northern Railroad 
compaay; The Texas & Pacific Railway company; the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road company, and The Wabash Railroad company. 

Decided A^ugnst 81, 18M. 

^*(r8t.— Carriers hare no right to disregard distance and natural advantages for the pur- 
pose of bringing about commercial equality. 

Second —The practice, if lawful, of giving to Kansas City, on shipments from the west 
through Pueblo, Colorado Springs, Denver and Cheyenne, and from the northwest through 
Cheyenne, rates not higher than on such shipments to Omaha, furnishes no warrant for giv- 
ing Omaha rates from Texas points not higher than those to Kansas City,— the circumstances 
and conditions in the two cases being substantially dissimilar. 

Third.— Through rates are matters of contract between carriers composing through lines, 
and the commission has no power to compel connecting carriers to contract with each other. 

PVntrfTi.— In a case before the commission, instituted by complaint and strictly Mber partes, 
matter not expressly put in issue by the pleadings or necessarily Involved in Issues so pre- 
sented, cannot be authoritatively determined by the oommlsslon. 

Fifth.— It, in cases of shipments under a through bill of lading and a through rate, the 
privilege of "stoppage in transit'* at an Intermediate point and trying the market there, and 
if it be found unsatisfactory, of reshlpplng on to the point of original destination at the bal- 
ance of the through rate, be lawful, the granting of it to one locality and denying of it to 
another under substantially similar circumstances, would be an unjust discrimination 
against the latter. 

SioUh —The maxima class rates between Omaha and Texas points should not be as high as 
those between Chicago and Texas poiats, and should not exceed those between Davenport, 
Bock Island and Moline and Texas polntii, and the rate on syrup fro Ji Omiha should not be 
in excess of that from Davenport. 



Wolf Brothers v. Allegheny Valley Railway Company and Others. 

Decided January 28, 1897. 

Complainants' open-^nd envelopes, though made by a different and cheaper process than 
that employed In the manufacture of other open-end or side envelopes, and usually from an 
Inferior grade of paper, are nevertheless made, used and shipped like merchandise envelopes, 
and not like paper bags, which defendants place in a lower class; and rating complainants' 
envelopes in the higher class provided for merchandise envelopes is not unlawful. 



POSTING SOHaDULBS. GLiSSKFIOATION. GBOUP RATBS. RBPAR4TION. 

W. R Rea v Mobile & Ohio Railroad company. 
Dpoided February 24. 1897. 

First.— Posting notices in a railway station that all rates are on file in the office of the 
station agent and may be examined upon application to such agent does not constitute com- 
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pliance with the requirements of the &ct to regnlate commerce, in respect to the posting by a 
common carrier of printed schedules showing Its rates, fares and charges. 

Second.— Evidence presented concerning defendant's alleged unlawful practice of charg- 
ing second-class rates on beans, while tomatoes are carried by it at rates provided for third- 
class articles. Held: Not sufficient to Justify an order requiring a change in classification ^ 
Held further: That the present difiTerence of almost one-half in the rate on beans and toma- 
toes shipped from Verona, Miss., to East St. Louis, 111., the actual cost of transportation 
being nearly the same, ought to be remedied. 

TTiird.— Group rates of 70 cents on second-class articles and 44 cents on third-class apply- 
ing within a distance of 271 miles from Prichard, Ala., to Verona, Miss., on shipments orer an 
extreme distance of 640 miles to Bast St. Louis, and which in the next 200 miles fall to 30 cents, 
second-class, and 22 cents, third-class. Heldt prima fade unreasonable and unjustly discrimi- 
nating against points within the group which are nearer to East St. Louis, and unlawful as 
to shipments from Verona. 

FotirtTi.— Issuance of order in regard to defendant's group-rate practice suspended, and 
case held open to permit readjustment of rates by defendant, but with leare to complainant 
to file such application for an order in that respect as may be necessary, and with leave, also, 
to either party to introduce further evidence. 

Ff/tTi.— Complainant offered the defendant a carload of potatoes at Verona, Miss., and 
asked that the shipment be forwarded to Cleveland, Ohio, via a connecting line with which 
defendant had at the time through billing arrangements and through rates, but defendant's 
agent refused to receive and route the shipment ia accordance with such direction, and com- 
plainant WAS thereby damaged to the extent of 1100. HeUd: That complainant was entitled to 
have his merchandise carried over the route which he directed, and that the failure of 
defendant to receive and forward the shipment accordingly was a discrimination against 
complainant in violation of the act to regulate commerce. Reparation ordered. 



The Board of Railroad and Warehouse Commissioners of the State of Missouri v. The 
Eureka Springs Railway company. 

PASSBNGUB RATBS. 

Complaint filed January 29, ISOiy— Answer filed February 19, 1895— Testimony taken April 19, 
1806-Decided February 26, 1897. 

The through rate over a railroad 18H miles long (lOH miles in Arkansas and 8 in Missouri) 
was 11.86, 10 cents per mile. The local charges between the stations in Arkansas were on the 
basis of 5 cents per mile, any higher charge being unlawful under the statute of the state. 
On roads of this class in Missouri the rate authorized is 4 cents to the mile. The net earnings 
are in excess of a moderate return on the actual investments of the railway company, but 
are less than in former years. Held: That the through rate is unreasonable and unjust, and 
Held, further, that any through rate over the road in excess of |L20 (6^ cents per mile) is 
unreasonable and unlawful. 



W. H. Boyer A Co. v. The Chesapeake, Ohio A Southwestern Railway company: The Ohio 
A Mississippi Railway company; The Baltimore A Ohio Railroad company; The Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad company. 

January 8, 1895, hearing had at Washington, D. C— January 20, 1897, Illinois Central Rail- 
road company made a party defendant— February 15, 1897, answer of Illinois Central Railroad 
company, filed. Decided February 27, 1897. 

VIOLATION OF FOURTH SECTION. 

The defendant carriers charged 29 cents per 100 pounds on cotton-seed meal from Memphis 
to Philadelphia, and 34 cents from Dyersburg, a shorter distance intermediate point on the 
same line. After hearing, the line or road of one of the companies complained against 
passed into the control of, and was being operated by, a company not a party to the proceed- 
ing. This company on being made a party answered that it had put In effect the same rate 
26 cents, from both Memphis and Dyersburg, which on further investigation was found to be 
the fact. 

Held: The cause of complaint being removed, the statute substantially complied with, rep- 
aration was made. No order was necessary, and the case was dismissed. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.] BOA.RD OF RAILROA.D COMMISSIONERS. 827 

In the matter of alleged violations of the fourth section of the act to regulate commerce 
by the \tchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company and the receivers thereof, and others. 
No. 490) 

Decided March 1, 1897. 

No disturbance of rates, secret or open, creates such dissimilarity of circumstances and 
conditions under section 4 of the act to regulate commerce as will justify either of two or 
more competing carriers subject to that act in charging more for the short than for the long 
haul, without an order of the commission. 



BliBOTRIG RAILWAY. INTBB8TATB OOMMBBGE. PA88BNGBB BATBS. 

Oharles M. Wlllson y. Bock Greek Railway company of the District of Columbia. 

Decided March 12, 1897. 

First.— The defendant, operating a line of electric railway lying partly in the District of 
Columbia and partly in the state of Maryland, is subject to the provisions of the act to. regu- 
late commerce, although it appears to be constructed upon or along public highways, and is 
essentially a street surface road for the conveyance of urban and suburban passengers. 
Teomcms and Prouty, Oommissioners, dissenting. 

Second.— All internal commerce is either state or interstate. Commerce carried on 
between the state of Maryland and the District of Columbia is not subject to regulation by 
Maryland laws, and is therefore within the jurisdiction of congress. 

Third —The defendant railway company and a land company owning land and a suburban 
hotel along the line of railway are distinct corporations, but under substantially the same 
ownership and control. The land company purchased passenger tickets of the railway com- 
IMtny at full rates of fare, and sold them at half rates to guests of its hotel, to persons resid- 
ing upon land which it had sold or otherwise transferred, and to others, but refused to sell 
such tickets at half rates to complainant, who, though living in the same locality, resided 
upon ground not acquired from the land company. Held: Upon the evidence presented, that 
no discrimination was practiced* by the railway company; that the community of interest 
between the two corporations resulting from common ownership was ziot made a device for 
enabling the railway company to evade its legal obligations; and that the action of the land 
company in discriminating between persons in the sale of tickets for the benefit of its sep- 
arate business is not subject to correction by this commission. Morrison and Clements, com- 
missioners, dissenting. 

FfmrtTi.— Defendant charged one fare of 5 cents for the ride in Maryland and another for 
the ride in the District of Columbia, selling, however, six tickets for 25 cents, good for passage 
In either the district or state, making a through fare of 10 cents, or two such tickets for a 
continuous ride between Maryland and the district, the total length of its road being about 
seven and one-half miles. Held: That unreasonableness cannot be presumed from the 
amount of fare so charged and the other facts incidentally appearing, no direct evidence 
uix)n that question having been presented. 

F</^ —Oomplaint to be dismissed without prejudice, unless complainant shall file appli- 
cation for rehearing. 



In the matter of the tarifiTs and classifications of the Pennsylvania Railroad company 
and other companies. (No. 385.) 

Decided April 3. 1897. 

Investigation of freight rates charged by carriers to southern points during a rate war in 
June and July, 1894 (report of which was duly made and published— Eighth Ann. Rep. Int. Oom., 
SD-84), discontinued on supplemental report and opinion stating the restoration on August 1, 
1894, of rates in force prior to June of that year, and citing decision of commission awarding 
reparation to injured merchants and dealers at Lynchburg, Va. (0 I. 0. C. Rep , 632.) 



Freight Bureau of the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce v. Cincinnati, New Orleans & 
Texas Pacific Railway company, Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company, et al. 

Decided May 22, 1897. 

First.— A city is entitled to benefits arising from its location, and the fact that it enjoys 
exceptional advantages in one respect is no reason why it should be subjected to discrimina- 
tion in other respects. 
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Second.— The location of Oinclnnati upon the north bank of the Ohio river, and the fact 
that railroads leading south must cross that river by ez];>ensive bridges for which an arbitrary 
or toll Is charged, or allowed In the dlvlslonof rates, justify gome higher dlfiTerentlal from 
Oinclnnati over rates from Louisville, on the south bank of the river, to destination points in 
so-called " Montgomery and Southwestern Territory." 

TTifrd.— Distance is an important element in the determination of rates, and in the 
absence of other influences it is a controlling factor. When carriers claim justification for 
higher rates from a competing locality on the ground of greater distance, and the complain- 
ant, representing such locality, falls to show circumstances which operate to eliminate dis- 
tance from consideration or to counteract its Influence, such higher rates, if made in accord- 
ance with the principle of distance, will not be held unreasonable. 

Fourt/i.— While existing differentials which result in higher freight rates from Oinclnnati 
than from Louisville to " Montgomery Territory " and " Southwestern Territory '* may, as a 
whole, discriminate against 01nclnn«iti, the inequality arises, if it exists, through combina- 
tions of rates to Cincinnati and Loui»ville from territory north of the Ohio river with rates 
from those points south; there is no showing whether the fault lies with rates north or south 
of the river, and neither {of the carriers operating north of the river is a party to this pro- 
ceeding. It fairly appears, on the other hand, that if such differentials were entirely 
abolished, the rates from a large section north of the Ohio would be against Louisville. The 
complainant asks in Its petition that the higher rates from Oinclnnati than from Louisville 
be prohibited; readjustment of present rates is not prayed for, and only the fact of distance 
is presented as a basis for determining whether the higher rates from Oinclnnati are 
unjust or what rates would be just. Hdd: That the complaint should be dismissed without 
prejudice. 



Charles O. Freeman v. Atchison, Topeka A Santa Fe Railroad company, and Aldace F. 
Walker and John J. McCook, receivers thereof; Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific Railway com- 
pany; Kansas Oity, Ft. Scott & Memphis Railroad company ; Missouri. Kansas & Texas Rail- 
way company; St. Louis & San Francisco Railway company, and Aldace F. Walker and John 
J. McOook, receivers thereof; St. Louis, Iron Moi^nt»in A Southern Railway company; St. 
Louis Southwestern Railway company; Southern Pacific comp<iny, and Texas & Pacific Rail- 
way company. 

Complaint filed November 2, 1805— Answers filed November 23, December 10, 1896— Hearing 
at Ohicago, 111 , February 19, 1896-Brlef filed April 4, 1896— Decided May 28, 1897. 

A combination rate of 72 cents on potatoes in carloads, from OadlUac, Mich , via Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to Texas common points, made effective since this proceeding was instituted, 
was a reduction of 5 cents in the rate complained of, and was a substantial satisfaction of the 
complaint; but it appeared that local rates in force to and from the Mississippi river were 
charged on said shipments from Cadillac, while defendants operating west of that river 
accepted less than their said charges west of the river on like shipments! which originated at 
Grand Rapids, Mich., and other points In so-called Detroit- Uleveland territory. Held: Thai 
without approviog defendants' system of shrinking rates, the complaint sbould be dismissed 
without prejudice. 



Mt. Vernon Milling company v. Chicago, Mi i waukee A St. Paul Railway company. (No. 434.) 
Complaint filed December 4, 1895— Hearing at Chicago, III., February 18, 1896, and at Mt. 
Vernon, S. D., July 23, 1896-Decided May 28, 1897. 

Defendant's failure or refusal to provide at its own cost and thereafter maintain a spar 
or sidetrack from its main line to complainant's mill and elevator at Mt. Vernon, S. D., was 
not, by the evidence adduced as to the provision and mainteaanceof sidetracks from defends 
ant's line to mills or elevators at other points in South Dakota, shown to be in violation of 
section 3 of the act to regulate commerce. 



LOWBR RATES ON SX-LAKB GRAIN IN CARGO IX>TS THAN ON SUCH GRAIN IN 0ARI<OAD8. 

Paine Brothers & Oompany v. Lehigh Valley Railroad company; Philadelphia A Reading 
Railroad company and Joseph S. Harris, Edward M. Paxson and John Lowber Welsh, receiv- 
ers thereof; Central Railroad company of New Jersey; Wilmington & Northern Railroad com- 
pany ; New York, Susquehanna A Western Railroad company; Erie Railroad company; Dela* 
ware A Hudson Canal company; New England Railroad company; Fitchburg Railroad oomr 
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pany; Fall Brook Railway company; Delaware, Laokawanna & Western Railroad company; 
Central Vermont Railroad company and E. 0. Smith and Ohas. M. Hays, receivers thereof; 
New York Central A Hudson River Railroad company. 

Decided June 84, 1897. 

Defendants established rates on "ex-lake" grain from Buffalo, N. Y., to New York and 
Philadelphia, and points taking New York and Philadelphia rates, which were lower on 
so-called cargo lots of 10,000 bushels of oats and 8,000 bushels of other grain than on shipments 
of oats and such other grain in carload lots, but afterwards modified their tariffs so that, with 
few exceptions, the lower rates for cargo lots were restricted to export shipments. Such mod- 
ification of tariffs removed the principal grievance complained of, and no evidence was 
offered concerning rates on shipments of grain for export, field: That the principle Involved 
under lower rates for cargo or tralnload quantities than for carload shipments, whether for 
export or domestic use, violates the rule of equality and tends to defeat Its just and whole- 
some purpose; and such purpose Is not fully accomplished by making all cargo shippers 
pay the same rate and charging all carload shippers alike. That defendants should recon- 
sider their grain tariffs with a view to amendment thereof In accordance with the opinion 
herein expressed, aad that the case be held open for such further action as may be deemed 
appropriate* 



The New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad company v. Thomas O. Piatt and Marsden 
J. Perry, receivers of the New York & New England Railroad company. (No. 883.) 

Decided June 26, 1897. 

First —Rates established by a single carrier ** upon Its route " and shown on Individual 
tariffs, and joint rates "over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one carrier'* 
shown on joint tariffs, are the rates authorized by section 6 of the act to regulate commerce, 
and required to be posted at stations and filed with the commission. The word "joint,** and 
the express reference In the statute to the several carriers over a continuous line and the joint 
tariffs whloh they estahlisJi^ Import concurrence and assent In fixing aggregate rates for a com- 
bined service, as distinguished from the separate rates of a single carrier for transportation 
" upon Its route.** 

Second,— Joint rates may be so divided between the carriers that each receives less than 
Its established .local rate, or so that the full local charge Is secured by one or more of the car- 
riers, the other party or parties accepting less than local rates, but whatever the basis of 
division, the essential feature of such rates Is that the connecting carriers have agreed or 
mutually consented to carry traffic over the connecting line for a less aggregate charge than 
the sum of their established local rates. 

Third.— In the absence of some agreement or understanding with a connecting line by 
which a joint tariff of rates Is authorized, a given carrier cannot lawfully publish or apply 
any other rates than those which It fixes for transportation between points reached by Its 
railroad; and the rates so fixed are the only lawful rates which such carrier can charge for 
any transportation service which It may perform, whether the traffic carried is destined to 
points on Its own road or to points on the line of some other carrier. 

Fourth.— A. carrier which has published and filed Its rates as the law requires may combine 
such rates with the lawfully established rates of a connecting carrier or carriers, and thus 
announce the aggregate amount for which traffic will be transported from points on Its rail- 
road to pMnts on the line of such connecting carrier or carriers; but one carrier cannot law^ 
fully add to the duly established rates of another carrier any amount It pleases less than Its 
own local rates, and publish and use that sum as a through rate to points on the line of such 
other carrier without Its consent. Such a through rate Is not a "joint rate,** for joint rates 
can be made only by concurrence or assent; nor Is It a combination rate, for one of Its com- 
ponent parts has no legal existence or sanction as a separate or local charge ; there must be 
lawful rates upon each of the roads before there can be a lawful combination of rates. 

Pifth —While through routes and reduced through rates, which would facilitate the move- 
ment of traffic and thereby benefit the public, are In some cases prevented by the unreason- 
able refusal of carriers to unite In granting such facilities, and the statute was apparently 
designed to require connecting carriers to join In the formation of throush routes at lower 
aggregate rates than a combination of locals, the machinery necessary to accomplish that 
purpose Is not provided, and the commission has repeatedly called attention to this defect In 
the law. 

51rt7i.— Defendant published a schedule purporting to be a joint tariff of rates on coal from 
a point on Its road to a number of destinations reached by the complainant railroad company, 
whereby the complainant company received Its full local charges to said destinations from 
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junotlon pointi with defendant's road, and the defendant accepted the remainder, which was 
in each instance less than its established local rate from the place of shipment to the point 
of connection. Complainant, which also carried coal to the same destinations by a longer 
route over its own rails, thereby securing greater compensation than was afforded from coal 
coming to it by defendant's road, refused to unite in the rates named "by defendant in said 
so-called joint tariff, and protested against the use of such rates by a connecting carrier as 
unauthorized and unlawful for want of mutual consent. Held: That the complaint should be 
sustained and the defendant company be required to cease and desist from publishing or 
applying through rates to points on complainant's lines which are less than the sums of their 
respectire local charges. 



Brewer A Hanlelter v. LoaisvlUe & NaBhYllle Bailroad company; Nashville, Chattanooga 
& St. Louis Railway company; iWestem & Atlantic Railroad company; Central of Georgia 
Railway company. (No. 467.) 

Decided June 29, 1897. 

First.— Rates charged by defendants for the transportation of freight articles from Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, and Louisville, Ky., to Oriffln, Ga , are materially higher than theiv rates on like 
traffic carried from Oincinnati and LouUville through Griffin to fiiacon, Ga., and GrlfBn and 
Macon are competing localities. Held: Upon the facts, that Griffin is entitled to Macon rates 
from Louisville and Cincinnati, and that charging any higher rate to Griffin is an unjust dis- 
crimination under section 3 of the act to regulate commerce. 

Second.— Water competition, to justify higher shorter -distance charges under the fourth 
section, must be actual competition for the transportation involved, and such as to dictate thm 
rate by rail. A railroad rate so low as to drive water transportation out of existence cannot 
be justified by showing the possibility of water competition; the law permits railroads to 
meet, not to extitiQuisK such competition. 

27iird.— Competition between markets, or between carriers subject to the regulating stat- 
ute, does not create such dissimilarity of circumstances and conditions as will justify carriers 
in charging more for the short than for the long haul, under the fourth section, without an 
order of the commission. 

Fourt/i.— Defendants are engaged in competition with other carriers by railroad in the 
transportation of freight to both Griffin and Macon, Ga., but the defendants and their com- 
petitors make greatly lower rates from Louisville and Cincinnati for the longer distance to 
Macon than for the shorter distance to Griffin, which is an intermediate point between 
Atlanta and Macon. While the rates to Atlanta and Maoon are substantially the same, such 
rates to Griffin are the rates to Atlanta added to local rates from Atlanta to Griffin. Rates 
for the transportation of freight from New York and other eastern points to Griffin and Macon 
are practically the same. Although there is railroad competition for traffic to Griffin as well 
as to Macon, the carriers from Louisville and Cincinnati, while making low rates on account 
of such competition to Macon, refuse to establish like rates for Griffin, field: That if there 
can be exceptional instances in which competition between carriers subject to the act may 
create the dissimilarity of circumstances and conditions under the fourth section, this case, 
where such competition is shown at both the shorter and longer distance points, is not one of 
them. 

F^^.— Railroad companies have the right to earn a proper return upon some investment; 
just what has not been very definitely determined; but in earning such return they most 
operate their properties in accordance with the provisions of the statute forbidding dis- 
crimination between localities and charging more for the short than for the long haul. 



In the matter of alleged unlawful rates and practices in the transportation of grain and 
grain products by Atchson, Topeka A Santa Fe Railway company and others. 

Decided June 29, 1897. 

First.— Shipments of grain were carried to Kansas City, Mo., from points west thereof at 
local rates, and quantities of grain were afterwards reshipped and rebiUed from Kansas City 
to Chicago or other destinations at the balance of the established through rate from the 
original point of shipment to Chicago or other ultimate destination, instead of the higher 
local rate in force from Kansas City to such desiination. There was no agreement for 
through carriage between shipper and carrier at the original point of shipment, no other des- 
tination than Kansas City was named, and upon carriage of the grain to that point and deliv- 
ery to consignee the transportation was completed and the local rate in effect to Kansas City 
was paid ; but the practice was to allow the consignee or other owner of grain at Kansas City 
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to ship from Kansas Oity to Ohlcaffo and other points at the "balance of the through rate," 
upon presentatlOQ of the paid expense bill to Kansas Olty and certification by a joint agent 
of carriers at Kansas Olty. Under this " expense bill '* practice Ir. was practicable, through 
transfer of expense bills, to secure a lo<wer ** balance of through rate '* than would result from 
deducting the local rate between the actual point of origin and Kansas Oity from the through 
rate between said point of origin and the final destination, and other rate manipulations 
were possible. Held: That such shipment and rehhipment did not constitute a through ship- 
ment from the point of origin to the point of final destination, and grain so shipped and 
reshipped was not entitled to the benefit of the through rate in force. Held, further: That the 
shipment from the point of origin to Kansas Olty was local, resulting in the grain becoming 
Kansas Oity grain, and the fact that it had come from a point farther west was no reason for 
applying on shipments of such grain from Kansas Olty any less or different rate than was in 
force from Kansas Olty. 

Second.— J^o opinion upon the practices of milling or reconsignlng or holding in transit, if 
the shipment is a through shipment -upon a through rate, is expressed. 



Suffem, Hunt Sc Oompany ▼. Indiana, Decatur & Western Railway comiany. (No. 446.) 

Buffem, Hunt & Oompany t. Indiana, Decatur St Western Railway company, and Oincin- 
nati, Hamilton & Dayton Railway company. (No. 448.) 

Decided July 1, 1897. 

FCrst.— Rules or regulations which in any wise change, affect or determine any part or the 
aggregate of a carrier's rates, fares or charges, must be shown separately upon the carrier's 
posted schedule of rates, fares and charges; and any suoh rules or regulations promulgated 
by the carrier in circulars Issued independently of its rate schedules are not lawfully in 
force. 

Second.— Rules or regulations which, if enforced, would result in changing or affecting 
rates or charges shown on published schedules must be notified to the public for the time 
required by law for other rate changes. The notice should set forth the changes proposed to 
be made in the schedules then in effect, and such changes must be shown by printing new 
schedules or be plainly indicated upon the schedules In force at the time. 

TTitrd.— Olrculars issued by a railway company prescribed maximum and minimum car^ 
load weights for grain depending upon the capacity of the car furnished by the railway com- 
pany to the shipper; the rules so prescribed were not shown upon the carrier's posted sched- 
ules of rates and charges; and application of the rules to three carload shipments of com 
carried for complainant resulted in materially increasing 'the charges above those In force 
under the carrier's published rate schedules. Held: That complainant only had to consult 
the schedule showing defendant's rates and charges, and that complainant is entitled to 
recover charges collected on its shipments in excess of those set forth in such schedule. 

FourtTi —Under Judicial interpretation of the statute, shippers and consignees cannot 
depend for the lawful rate or charge upon what may be quoted by the carrier's agent, but 
they must be guided by the published rate sheets themselves; and this emphasizes the duty 
of carriers to make their schedules of rates comply precisely with the mandatory provisions 
in the statute conceming the contents and publication of such schedules, so that shippers 
may readily and accurately determine therefrom what rates, and what transportation rules 
affecting rates, are actually in force for a particular service. 

Fifth,— The fact that circulars contalniog rules concerning carload weights had been 
filed with the commission, and no opinion had been thereupon expressed by the commission 
as to the legality thereof, raises no presumption of approval by the commission of the rules 
or regulations therein set forth, or of the manner in which they were established. 

8ixth.—A. carrier which had not provided track scales at stations prescribed a rule or 
regulation forbidding shippers to load grain in cars beyond a specified weight above the 
marked oapaclty under a so-called " penalty " of increased rates on the excess weight. Held: 
That such rule or regulation, if properly established, is not unlawful, provided the Increase 
in charges for excessive weight is not unreasonable, and the margin between such maximum 
and the carrier's minimum carload weight for grain is so wide that tUiippers may, without 
scales, readily comply with both rules . 

Seventh.— A carrier enforced minimum carload weights for corn and other grain (except 
oats) which were 4,000 pounds less than the capacity of the car furnished by ihe carrier; the 
capacity of the car ordered by the shipper when such order could not be complied with, but 
this only on application to the superintendent, thus entailing more or less delay and some- 
times loss to shippers; the capacity of the car furnished by the carrier on shipments 
destined to Indianapolis; and a general minimum weight of 28,000 pounds. Held: Upon all the 
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facts, that minimum carload weights for corn or other grain which vary with the size of cars 
furnished by the carrier are unreasonable and unjust and operate to subject complainant 
and other shippers to unjust discrimination and undue prejudlseand disadvantage; and that 
the carrier should establish a fixed, reasonable and just minimum carload weight for com 
and for each other kind of grain. 



W. L. Fewell ▼. Richmond & Danville Railroad company (operating the Georgia Pacific 
railway), and Samuel Bpenoer, F. W. Huldekoper and Reuben Foster, receivers thereof; Ala- 
bama Great Southern Railroad company ; Alabama & Vlcksburg Railway company ; Mobile 
St Ohio Railroad company; Georgia Paciflo Railway company, and Samuel Spencer, F. W. 
Huldekoper and Reuben Foster, receivers thereof; The Southern Railway company. (No. 376.) 

In the matter of rates charged by the Alabama Great Southern Railroad company and 
the Alabama & Vlcksburg Railway company for the transportation of coal from points in the 
state of Alabama to points in the state of Mississippi. (No. 427.) 

Decided August 90, 1897. 

PVrsf.— Defendants and other carriers, all subject to the act to regulate commerce, are 
engaged in the Interstate transportation of coal, wholly by railroad, from various mines in 
Alabama and othpr states to Jackson, Miss , under agreed rates, which are less for each line 
than is charged on coal for shorter distances over the same line In the same direction, the 
shorter being included within the longe r distance. Held: That the transportation by defend- 
ants of coal in carloads from such mines to Jackson and shorter distance localities is per- 
formed '* under substantially similar circumstances ana conditions," within the meaning of 
the fourth section of the statute. 

Second.— OoA[ transported from Oorona, Birmingham or Blocton, Ala., tQ Vlcksburg, Ml8S.» 
must go by railroad, and the com];>etltlon of such coal and coal from other Alabama mines in 
the Vlcksburg market is with coal brought over long distances down the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers from Pittsburg, Pa., and other points In that mining district. Heid: That this is not 
competition between rail and water lines for transportation from a particular locality, but 
the competition of markets or mines for the supply of coal at Vlcksburg, the force and effect 
of which is determined by commercial considerations peculiar to the business of shippers, and 
wholly disconnected from the circumstances and conditions under which transportation is 
conducted. 

TTtird— Section 4 of the act applies when the traffic U " over the same line " and " in the 
same direction," and to *' transportation under substantially similar circumstances and con- 
ditions," and "the shorter" must be Included within "the longer" distance; and any 
injustice or undue hardship which may result to carriers from compliance with the statute 
is removable by the commission upon application by such carriers under the procedure 
authorised by the proviso clause of that section. 



UNJUST DI80BIMIKATI0H AND UNRBASOHABLE RATES. 

J. W Gary, R. M. Thornton, S. A. Brown & Co., R. L. Smith, A. N. Matthews, W. J. Lloyd, J. 
H. Gadd, W. H. Llnzy, T. B. Olark, F. A. Pickard, and W. S. Wadsworth, merchants and 
dealers at Eureka Springs, Arkansas, complainants, v. The Eureka Springs Railway com- 
pany. The St Louis & San Francisco Railway company, and Aldace F. Walker and John J. 
McOook, receivers thereof, The Atchison, Topeka St Santa Fe Railroad company, and Aldace 
F. Walker and John J. McOook, receivers thereof, defendants. (No. 438 ) 

Decided August 21, 1897. 

First— The defendant companies, by joint tariffs, established through lines from St. Louis 
and Springfield to Eureka Springs, and by an arrangement with the Harrison Transportation 
company, attempted to extend by wagon carriage, such through lines to Harrison, Berry vllle» 
and many other points In Arkansas not reached by either or any line of railroad, charging 
much less to Eureka Springs on goods to be so forwarded, than on the same goods from same 
points of origin for Eureka Springs proper. Held: The provisions of the act to regulate com- 
merce do not apply to transportation by team or wagon, and neither the joint tariffs nor the 
arrangement of defeniants with the Harrison Transportation company constitute sub- 
stantially dissimilar circumstances and conditions nor make them joint carriers with said 
transportation company, nor carriers at all beyond Eureka Springs, and such unequal 
charges to Eureka Sprlags constitute unjust discrimination, and subject complainants, their 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1897.1 BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 338 

business and Eureka f>pring8, to unreasonable disadvantage and give undue preference to 
Harrison, and such other localities and shippers. 

Second —The rate on goods of the first class between St. Louis and Eureka Springs proper 
being 11.26 per 100 pounds and on the same goods from or to the Harrison district the charge 
for the same service being 11 and on other classes in proportion: between Springfield and 
Eureka Springs the first class rate being 78 cents, and for or from the Harrison district 45 
cents. HeUd: Such rates to and from Eureka Springs proper are unreasonable and unlawful. 

Third,— The average annual earnings for a term of years would warrant a reduction of 
the Eureka Springs rates to the basis of rates conceded to the Harrison district, but the cur- 
rent annual earnings do not justify a reduction to the full extent of such discriminations 
and a moderate present reduction is recommended. 

Fourth.— The charges of the Eureka Springs Railway company between Seligman and 
Eureka Springs on first class goods to or from the Harrison district are 19 cents per 100 pounds, 
and on the business of Eureka Springs proper are 36 cents, with proportionate rates on all 
classes, which Eureka Springs rates are found to be unreasonable and unlawful. 

F(/t7i.— Transportation charges should be liberal until the earnings are fully sufficient for 
a fair return on actual investment, but it does not follow that rates long maintained and 
grossly discriminative must be continuous or may be lawfully exacted year by year. 

Sixth.—** Under the interstate commerce act the commission has no power to prescribe 
the tarifr of rates which shall control in the future.*' (167 U? S 479 ) 

"The reasonableness of the rate in a given case depends on the facts, and the function of 
the commission is to consider the facts and give them their proper weight *' (162 U 8. 184 ) 

Under the law as construed by the court the commission has power to say what in respect 
to the past was reasonable and Just, but as to rates complained of as unreasonable, unjust 
and unlawful, and so found to be by the commission, it can make no provision or order for 
their reduction which the courts are required to enforce or the carriers obliged to obey. 

When rates are found to be unreasonable, the commission can declare them unlawful and 
recommend their reduction, and where, after investigation, rates of carriers complained of 
are found to have been in the past, and still to be, unjust, unreasonable and in violation of 
the statute. It is made the duty of the commission, by section 15 of the act to regulate com 
merce, to notify and require such carriers to cease and desist from such violations. 



The Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Kentucky v. The Olncinnati, New 
Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway company. The Southern Railway company, et aZ, 

Decided October 19, 1897. 

Ffrst.— Comparison of wheat rates charged by defendants from Nicholas vllle, Ey., with 
higher rates to the same poiats from St. Louis, Chicago or Milwaukee, much more distant 
pointsof shipment, or with a lower wheat rate in force from Louisville, Ey.. to Newport News, 
Va., while tending to support complainaat'et case, not found to fairly establish the fact that 
the rates complained of were unre-^sonable or that they discriminated against Nlcholasville. 

Second.— Rates charged over the Cincinnati, New Orleans A Texas Pacific and Southern 
railways for the transportation of wheat in carloads to Morrlstown and other points in Ten- 
nessee, found to have been higher for the shorter distance from Nlcholasville, Ey., than for 
the longer distance over the same line. In the same direction, from Cincinnati, Ohio; but by a 
Joint tariff rf>cently filed the rates from Nlcholasville were made not higher than those from 
Cincinnati Held: That the former rates were in violation of the fourth section of the act, but 
that the present charges are not, and that formal order in that respect should not now be 
issued. 



In the matter of alleged violations of the fourth section of the act to regulate commerce 
by the A^tchison, Topeka A Santa Fe Railway company and the receivers thereof, and others. 
(No. 4M.) 

Decided March 1,1897. 

No disturbance of rates, secret or open, creates such dissimilarity of circumstances and 
conditions under section four of the act to regulate commerce as will justify either of two or 
more competing carriers subject to that act in charging more for the short than for the long 
haul, without an order of the commission. 
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A. J. Gustln V. The Illinois Oentral Railroad company et al. 

Decided October 19, 1897. 

Freight rates from Memphis, New Orleans, Dallas and other souther a and southwestern 
points to Kearney, Neb., made up of rates to and from Omaha, were alleged to be unreason- 
able, unjust and unlawful, but no joint through rates were publishel or fllf d, the defendants 
either denied or did not admit that the shipment and carriage was continuous, and no proof 
was submitted by complainant showing that defendants make a through route in fact by 
their course of business. Held: That the commission has no power to compel a thr ugh route 
and, no issue of law or fact having been presented over which the commission has jurisdic- 
tion, the complaint should be dismissed. 



Commercial Club of Omaha, complainant, v. Chicago A North-Western Railway company; 
Fremont, Glkhorn St Missouri Valley Railroad company; Chicago, Milwaukee&St. Paul Rail- 
way company; Chicago, Rock Island A Pacific Railway company; Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad company; Burlington & Missouri River Railroad company in Nebraska; 
Union Pacific Railway company, and 8 H. H. Clark, Oliver W. Mink, E. Ellery Anderson, 
John W. Doane and Frederick B. Coudert, receivers of Union Pacific Railway company, 
defendants. (No. 407.) 

Decided November 18, 1897. 

First.— While like or "group " rates are frequently applied to cities considerably further 
apart than are Omaha and Council Bluffi, the usage in this regard is not so uniform and well 
established as to make an exception at those cities even jfrima fade unlawful. 

SeeoTid.— The public right to a just relation of rates between rival communities arises 
from the statute which forbids discriminating charges, and that right cannot be abridged or 
enlarged by agreements of carriers with each other, nor by promises made to shippers. 

ITifrd.— Council BiufFs, on the east bank of the Missouri river, is more favorably situated 
than Omaha, on the west side of that river, in regard to traffic with points in Iowa, and the 
defendant carriers are not to be condemned for recognizing such natural advantage of loca- 
tion in adjusting their charges; nor does it follow that rates should be the same from Omaha 
and Couooil B.uffs into Iowa because they are the same from those cities into Nebraska. 

fburt/i.— Omaha and Council Bluffs, on opposite sides of the Missouri river, are connected 
by an expensive bridge owned and operated by the Union Pacific railway, and also used under 
lease by other carriers. Rates at Omaha and Council Bluffs are substantially the same to 
and frum all points, except points in Iowa west of the we tt btnk of the Mississippi river, and 
rates co and from those poiats are usually the bridge toll higher for Om *ha than for Council 
Bluffs. Rates from the south are made the same to both cities by the competition of railways 
operated on both bides of the Missouri river. Rates from the we-tt are the same to these cities 
and other common points as far east as Chicago, and are part of an extentiive system of 
charges applied by the transcontinental lines. Rates from the east are as low to Omaha as 
to Council Bluffs; and this equality was brought about some fifteen years since by increas- 
ing rates to Council Bluffs to the amount of the bridge toll as then fixed. For reasons stated 
in the report, this parity of races from eastern points is a considerable advantage to Omaha. 
In view of the conditions affecting transportation to and from points in Iowa, and of the 
whole rate situation of the two places,— Hield: That the charge of unjust discrimination 
against Omaha is not sustained, and that the complaint should be dismissed without 
prejudice. 

Fifth —To justify interference by the commission with the adjustment of rates as between 
rival localities, it must appear that the preference and advantage to the one, and the cor- 
responding prejudice and disadvantage to the other, are so appreciable, and established with 
such a degree of certainty, as to be justly declared unreasonable. 
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THE ACT TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 



Be it enacted by the Senate and House of RepreaentatiTes of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled^ That the provisions 
of this act shall apply to any common carrier or carriers engaged in 
the transportation of passengers or property wholly by railroad, or 
partly by railroad and partly by water when both are used, under a 
common control, management, or arrangement, for a continuous car- 
riage or shipment, from one state or territory of the United States, or 
the District of Columbia, to any other state or territory of the United 
States, or the District of Columbia, or from any place in the United 
tMTsDOTtat^n ^***®8 ^ *^ adjacent foreign country, or from any plaoe in the United 
subject to the States through a foreign country to any other place in the United 
*^^* States, and also to the transportation in like manner of property shipped 

from any place in the United States to a foreign country and car- 
ried from such place to a port of trans-shipment, or shipped from a 
foreign country to any place in the United States and carried to such 
place from a port of entry either in the United States or an adjacent 
foreign country: Proridedj bowevery That the provisions of this act 
Act does not shall not apply to the transportation of passengers or property, or to 
tnSisportafn *^® receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of property, wholly 
wholly within within one state, and not shipped to or from a foreign country from or 
one state. ^^ ^^^ state or territory as aforesaid. 

The term << railroad " as used in this act shall include all bridges 
and ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also 
all the road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 
owned or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease; and the 

What the term ' ' transportation " shall include all instrumentalities of shipment 
terms "pail- , 

road" and or carriage. 

Won'^inciude. ^^^ charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in 
the transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in con- 
nection therewith, or for the receiving, delivering, storage, or hand- 
ling of such property, shall be reasonable and just; and every unjust 

Charges must and unreasonable charge for such service is prohibited and declared 
be reasonable . , , - , 

and just. to be unlawful. 

Sec. 2. That if any common carrier subject to the provisions of 

this act shall, directly or indirectly, by any special rate, rebate, 

drawback, or other device, charge, demand, collect or receive from 

any person or persons a greater or less compensation for any service 

rendered, or to be rendered, in the transportation of passengers or 

property, subject to the provisions of this act, than it charges, 

demands, collects, or receives from any other person or persons for 
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doing for him or them a like and contemporaneous service in the ^^** .^**- 
transportation of a like kind of traffic under substantially similar cir- defined and 
cumstances and conditions, such common carrier shall be deemed '°'^^^^®'** 
guilty of unjust discrimination, which is hereby prohibited and 
declared to be unlawful. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act, to make or give any undue or unreason- 
able preference or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, 
corporation, or locality, or any particular description of traffic, in any Undue op un- 
respect whatsoever/or to subject any particular person, company, J®|J^J*^^ ^^j, 

firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular description of traffic, advantage 
'^ , . " , , . J. ji J i. 1 forbidden, 

to any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any 

respect whatsoever. 

Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, 
according to their respective powers, afford all reasonable* proper, Facilities for 
and equal facilities for the interchange of traffic between their respec- of traffic?*^ 
tive lines, and for the receiving, forwarding and delivering of pas- 
sengers and property to and from their several lines and those con- 
necting therewith, and shall not discriminate in their rates and Discrimina- 
charges between such connecting lines; but this shall not be con- connectlng^^ 
strued as requiring any such common carrier to give the use of its lines forbld- 
tracks or terminal facilities to another carrier engaged in like busi- ^^' 
ness. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to charge or receive any greater compen- 
sation in the aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of like Long and 
kind of property, under substantially similar circumstances and con- p^^is^on^ 
ditlons, for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line, 
in the same direction, the shorter being included within the longer 
distance; but this shall not be construed as authorizing any common 
carrier within the terms of this act to charge anti receive as great 
compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance: Provided^ bow- 
ever. That upon application to the commission appointed under the Commission 
provisions of this act, such common carrier may, In special cases, torei?eYe car^ 
after investigation by the commission, be authorized to charge lees 5pepatlo™o?^ 
for longer than for shorter distances for the transportation of pas- this section, 
sengers or property; and the commission may from time to time pre- 
scribe the extent to which such designated common carrier may be 
relieved from the operation of this section of this act. 

Sec. 5. That It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to enter Into any contract, agreement, 
or combination with any other common carrier or carriers for the 
pooling of freights of different and competing railroads, or to divide 
between them the aggregate or net proceeds of the earnings of such pooling of 
railroads, or any portion thereof; and In any case of an agreement i^^^hts and 
for the pooling of freights as aforesaid, each day of its continuance earnings for* 
shall be deemed a separate offense. bidden. 

Sec. 6. (As amended March 2^ 1889.) That every common car- 
rier subject to the provisions of this act shall print and keep open to 
public Inspection schedules showing the rates and fares and charges 
22 
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for the transportation of passengers and property which any such 
common carrier has established and which are in force at the time 
upon its route. The schedules printed as aforesaid by any such com- 
mon carrier shall plainly state the places upon its railroad between 
which property and passengers will be carried, and shall contain the 
classification of freight in force, aod shall also state separately the 
terminal charges and any rules or regulations which in any wise 
change, affect, or determine any part or the aggregate of such afore- 
said rates and fares and charges. Such schedules shall be plainly 
Printing and printed in large type, and copies for the use of the public shall be 
schedules of posted in two public aod conspicuous places, in every depot, station, 
an^charges ^^ ofllce of such carrier where passengers or freight, respectively, 
including are received for transportation, in such form that they shall be 
n?atioD° af-^ accessible to the public and can be conveniently inspected, 
lam? terai- ^^^ common carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving 
nai charges freight in the United States to be carried through a foreign country 
crassiflc^a- ^ to any place in the United States shall also in like manner print and 
tions. keep open to public inspection, at every depot or office where such 

Printing and freight is received for shipment, schedules showing the through rates 
KhediS^of established and charged by such common carrier to all points in the 
rates on United Statem beyond the foreign country to which it accepts freight 
ried^ihrough 'o^ shipment; and any freight shipped from the United States 
country'* through a foreign country into the United States, the through rate 
on which shall not have been made public as required by this act, 
J^t to cus- " shaM, before it is admitted into the United States from said foreign 
^MoMailure co^"i*^^y> ^ subject to customs duties as if said freight were of for- 
to publish eign production: and any law in conflict with this section is hereby 
through rates ^^p^^j^^ 

No advance shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges whiah 
have been established and published as aforesaid by any common car- 
Ten days* pub- ^^^^ ^ compliance with the requirements of this section, except after 
^ notice of tein days' public notice, which shall plainly state the changes pro- 
rates must be posed to be made in the schedule then in force, and the time when, 
given. ^jj^ increased rates, fares, or charges will go into effect; and the pro- 

posed changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or shall be 
plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the time and kept 
open to public inspection. Reductions in such published rates, fares^ 
Three days* or charges shall only be made after three da^s' previous public notice, 
o?rediK;t}oif ^ ^® given in the same manner that notice of an advance in rates 
in rates must must be given. 

given. ^^^ when any such common carrier shall have established and 

Published published its ratee, fares, and charges in compliance with the provi- 

ratesnottobesions of this section, it shall be unlawful for guch common carrier to 

devlatied 

from. charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a 

greater or less compensation for the tra asportation of passengers or 
property, or for any services in connection therewith, than is speci- 
fied in such published schedule of rates, fares, and charges as may at 
the time be in force. 

Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
file with the commission hereinafter provided for copies of its sched- 
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ules of rates, fares, and charges which have been establlehed and pub- ^9P^^ ,^^ 
lished in compliance with the requirements of this Bection, and shall rates, fares, 
promptly notify said commission cf all changes made in the same. JJJJ^f ^J^^j®®^ 
Every such commoa carrier shall also file with said commission cop- ^^^^ commls- 
ies of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with other common copies of con- 
carriers in relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of this act tracts, agree- 
m_^*.i^ 1- . Ajj 1- , ments,aiidar- 

to which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and rangements 

freight pass over continuous lines or routes operated by more than^/JfJ^^j^JJl®^ 

one common carrier, and the several common carriers operating such ^^on, 

lines or routes establish joint tariffs of rates or fares or charges for 

such continuous lines or routes, copies of such joint tariffs shall also, Joint tariffs 

in like manner, be filed with said commission. Such joint rates, fares, wi^h commte- 

and charges on such continuous lines so filed as aforesaid shall besion. 

made public by such common carriers when directed by said commis. Power of com- 

sion, in so far as may, in the judgment of the commission, be deemed ^/Iscribe*' 

practicable; and said commission shall from time to time prescribe P^i^l^c^ty. 

the measure of pu*^liclty which shall be given to such rates, fares, 

and charge?, or to such part of them as it may deem it practic tble for 

such common carriers to publish, and the places in which they shall 

be published. 

No advance shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown 
upon joint tariffs, except after ten days' notice to the commission, 
which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the Jce to oom^° " 

schedule then in force, and the time when the increased rates, fares, mission of ad- 

' vance in joint 

or charges will go into effect. No reduction shall be made in joint rates, fares, 

rates, fares, and charges, except after three days' notice, to be given i?^°^J'*^®^ 
to the comniiBsion as is above provided in the case of an advance of notice to corn- 
joint rates. The commission may make public such proposed ^jJction j^ '®' 
advances, or such reductions, in euch manner as may, in its judgment, i^^^ rates, 
be deemed practicable, and may prescribe from time to time the charges, 
measure of publicity which common carriers shall give to advances ^^^^J^^'com- 
or reductions in joint tariffs. make 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, party to any joint jeducSons' 
tariff, to charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or per- put)lic. 
sons a greater or less compensation for the transportation of persons Joint rates, 
or property, or for any services in connection therewith, between any charges\iust 
points as to which a joint rate, fare, or charge is named thereon than ?i?- ^ devia- 
is specified in the schedule filed with the commission in force at the 
time. 

The commission may determine and prescribe the form in which oommlsslon 
the schedules required by this section to be kepb open to public may prescribe 
inspection shall be prepared and arranged, and may change the form schedules of 
from time to time as shall be found expedient. aSf chSr^s 

If any such common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or pub- 
lish its schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in 

this section, or any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in Penalties for 

necrlect or 
addition to other penalties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of refusal to file 

mandamus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United States in JJtes ^fares 

the judicial district wherein the principal office of said common car- and charges. 

rier lis situated, or wherein such offense may be committed, and if 
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such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circui^ 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to per- 
form such service , to compel compliance with the aforesaid provi- 
sions of this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the peo- 
ple of the United States, at the relation of the commissioners 
appointed under the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply 
with its requirements shall be punishable as and for a contempt; and 
the said commissioners, as complainants, may also appl> , in any such 
circuit court of the United States, for a writ of injunction against 
such common carrier, to restrain such common carrier from receiving 
or transporting property among the several states and territories of the 
United States, or between the United States and adjacent foreign 
countries, or between ports of transshipment and of entry and the 
several states and territorii s of the United Hltates, us mentioned in 
the first section of this act, until such common carrier shall have 
complied with the afort said provisions of this section of this act. 

Sec. 7. That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to enter into any combination, contract, 
or agreement, expressed or implied, to prevent, by change cf time 
schedule, carriage in different cars, or by other means or devices, the 
carriage of freights from being continuous from the place of ship- 
ment to the place of destination; and no break of bulk, stoppage, or 
interruption made by such common carrier shall prevent the car- 
cStSS^ot ^^*&® °' freights from being and being treated as one continuous car- 
freights from riage Irom the place of shipment to the place of destination, unless 
m^t to place such break, stoppage or interruption was made in good faith for some 
of destination QQQQggi^fy purpose, and without any intent to avoid or unnecessarily 
interrupt such continuous carriage or to evade any of the provisions 
of this act. 

Sec. 8. That in case any common carrier subject to the provi- 
sions of this act shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done any 
act, matter or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, 
or shall omit to do any act, matter, or thiog in this act required to 
Liability of be done, such common carrier shall be liable to the person or persons 
riersfor dam^ injured thereby for the full amount of damacres sustained in conse- 
ages. quence of any such violation of the provisions of this act, together 

with a reasonable couasel or attorney's fee, to be fixed by the court 
in every case of recovery, which attorney's fee shall be taxed and 
collected as part of the costs in the case. 

Sec. 9. That any person or persons claiming to be damaged by 
any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act may either 
Persons make complaint to the commission as hereinafter provided for, or 

di^ageSm^m&y bring suit in his or their own behalf for the recovery of the 
to^mDlaln^' damages for which such common carrier may be liable under the pro- 
to the com- visions of this act, in any district or circuit court of the United 
brUiff^uiifin a States of competent jurisdiction; but such person or persons shall 
U^tod States ^q^ i^ny^ i\^q right to pursue both of said remedies, and must in each 
case elect which one of the two methods of procedure herein pro- 
vided for he or they will adopt. In any such action brought for the 
recovery of damages the court before which the same shall be pend- 
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ing may compel any director, officer, receiver, trustee, or agent of Officers, etc., 
the corporation or company defendant in such suit to attend, appear, m&j be com- 
and testify in such case, and may compel the production of the hacks t5yf** *^ **"' 
and papers of such corporation or company party to any such suit; 
the claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to orimlnate 
the person giving such evidence shall not excuse such witness from 
testifying, but such evidence or testimony shall not be used against 
such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 

Seo. 10. {As amended March 2y 1889,) That any common carrier Penalties for 
subject to the provisions of this act, or, whenever such common car- iJjt^by^Si-^' 
rier is a corporation, any director or officer thereof, or any receiver, ^m* or when 
trustee, lessee, agent, or person, acting for or employed by such cor- a corporation, 
poration, who, alone or with any other corporation, company, person, MenS°or*em- 
or party, shall wilfully do or cause to be done, or shall willingly pWos: ^e 
suffer or permit to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act pro- ment. 
hibited or declared to be unlawful, or wbo shall aid or abet therein, 
or shall wilfully omit or fail to do any act, matter, or thing in this act 
required to be done, or shall cause or willingly suffer or permit any 
act, matter, or tcing so directed or required by this act to be done 
not to be so done, or shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, or 
shall be guilty of any infraction of this act, or shall aid or abet 
therein, shall be deemed guilty! of a {misdemeanor, and shall, upon 
conviction thereof in any district court of the United States within 
the jurisdiction of which such offense was committed, be subject to 
a fine of not to exceed $5,000 for each offense: Provided, That if the 
offense for which any person shall be convicted as aforesaid shall be 
an unlawful discrimination in rates, fares, or charges, for the trans- 
portation of passengers or property, Buch person shall, in addition to 
the fine hereinbefore provided for, be liable toimpri-onment in the 
penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two years, or bjth such fine 
and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, ?^'^*\5}f5? '®' 
whenever such common carrier is a corporation, any officer or agent etc*, by car-* 
thereof, or any person acting for or employed by such corporation, officers ^ot* 
who, by means of false billing, false classification, false weighiDg, or agents: Pine 
false report of weight, or by a ay other device or means, shall know- menl^ 
ingly and wilfully assist, or shall willingly suffer or permit, any per- 
son or persons to obtain transportation for property at less than the 
regular rates then established and in force on the line of transporta- 
tion of such common carrier, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United 
States of competent jurisdiction within the district in which such 
offense was committed, be subjecli to a fiae of not exceeding $5,000, 
or imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each offense. 

Any person and any officer or agent of any corporation or company Penalties for 
who shall deliver property for transportation to any common carrier, etc?,^by shfp- 
subject to the provisions of this act, or for whom as consignor or con- other^per- 
signee any such carrier shall transport property, who shall knowingly sons: Pine 
and wilfully, by false billing, false classification, false weighing, nient™'^' ^^' 
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false representation of the contents of the package, or false report of 
weight, or by any other device or means, whether with or without 
the consent or connivance of the carrier, its agent or agents, obtain 
transportation for such property at less than the regular rates then 
established and in force on the line of transportation, shall be deemed 
guilty of fraud, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction thereof in any court of the United States of 
competent jurisdiction within the district in which such offense was 
committed, be subject for each offense to a fine of not exceeding^ 
$5,000 or imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not exoeeding 
two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 
Penalties for If any such person, or any officer or agent of any such corporation 
mon carrier™ or company, shall, by payment of money or other thing of value, solic- 
i^te^unjust- ^***^on, or otherwise, induce any common carrier subject to the pro- 
ly: Fine and visions of this act, or any of its officers or agents, to discriminate 
mentf ^Jolnt unjustly in his, its, or their favor as against any other consignor or 
oaMier^for*^ consignee in the transportation of property, or shall aid or abet any 
damages. common carrier in any such unjust discrimination, such person or 
such officer or agent of such corporation or company shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and sball, upon conviction thereof in any 
court of the United States of competent jurisdiction within the dis- 
trict in which such offense was committed, be subject to a fine of not 
exceeding $5,000, or imprisonment in the penitentiary for a 
term of not exceeding two years, or b3th, in the discretion of 
the court, for each offense; and such person, corporation, or company 
shall also, together with said common carrier, be liable, jointly or 
severally, in an action on the case to be brought by any consignor or 
consignee discriminated against in any court of the United States of 
competent jurisdiction for all damages caused by or resulting there- 
from. 
Interstate Sec. 11. That a commission is hereby created and established to 

commfssSn- ^® known as the Inter-State Commerce Commission, which shall bo 
^T~ted^ ap- composed of five commissioners, who shall be appointed by the presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the senate. The commis- 
sioners first appointed under this act shall continue in office for the 
term of two, three, four, five, and six years, respectively, from the 
first day of January, anno Domini eighteen hundred and eighty-seven, 

Terms of com- the term of each lo ba designated by the president: bat their succes- 
missioners. . „ , , . , - . . ., 

sors shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that any person 

chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unexpired 

time of the commissioner whom he shall succeed. Any commisdioner 

may be removed by the president for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or 

malfeasance in office. Not more than three of the commissioners shall 

be appointed from the same political party. No person in the employ 

of or holding any official reUtion to any commoa carrier subject to 

the provisions of this act, or owning stock or bonds thereof, or who is 

in any manner pecuniarily interested therein, shall enter upon the 

duties of or hold such office. Said commissioners shall not engage in 

any o&her business, vocation, or employment. No vacancy in the 

commission shall impair the right of the remaining commissioners to 

exercise all the powers of the commission. 
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" Sec. 12. (As amended March 2, 1889, and February lOy 1891.) Power and 
That the commission hereby created shall have authority to inquire rnigslon to^S- 
into the management of the business of all common carriers subject SSslness of 
to the provisions of this act, and shall keep Itself informed as to the ?*"^®™ ff^f 
manner and method in which the same is conducted, and shall have formed in ra- 
the right to obtain from such common carriers full and complete ^*'^ thereto. 
Information necessary to enable the commission to perform the duties Oommission 
and carry out the objects for which it was created; and the commis- executeVnd 
sion is hereby authorized and required to execute and enforce the «°'orce prov^ 
provisions of this act; and, upon the requst of the commission, it shall act. 
be the duty of any district attorney of the United States to whom the Duty of dls- 
commisslon may apply to institute in the proper court and to prose- to prosecute^ 
cute under the direction of the attorney-general of the United States, SSn^Sf^attor- 
all necessary proceedings for the enforcement of the provisions of this ney-general. 
act and for the punishment of all violations thereof, and the costs and pen^of ^^' 
expenses of such prosecution shall be paid out of the appropriation f^^^aid^S^t 
for the expenses of the courts of the United State?; and for the pur- of appropria- 
poses of this act the commission shall have power to require, by sub- courts?' 
poenn, the attendance aod testimony of witnesses and the production mliiSn to^re^ 

of all books, papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements, and documents quire attend- 

ance and tefl— 
relating to any matter under Investigation. tlmony of 

*' Such attendance of witnesses, and the production of. such docu- oroductioa of 
mentary evidence, may be required from any place in the United evidSace^*'^ 
States, at any designated place of hearing. And in case of disobe- Oommission 
dience to a subpoena the commission, op any party to a proceeding Sd^of'^courts 
before the commission, may invoke the aid of any court of the United ^^^g^JJ^to ^t^^ 
States in requiring the attendance and testimony of witnesses and tend and tes- 
the production of books, papers, and documents under the provisions ^' 
of this section. 

** And any of the circuit courts of the United States within thepenaltv for 
juri -(diction of which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contu- t^wdM^of the 
macy or refusal to obey a subpoena Issued to any common carrier sub- court, 
ject to the provisions of thU act, or other person. Issue an order 
requiring such common carrier or other person to appear before said 
oommission (and produce bouks and papers If so ordered) and give 
evidence touching the matter in question; and any failure to obey 
such order of the court may be punished by such court as a contempt 
thereof. The claim that aoy such testimony or evidence may tend to Oiaim that 
criminate the peraon giving such evidence shall not excuse such wit- e^dence^wlll 
ness from testifying; but such evidence or testimony shall not be used *^^ wlU^not 
against such person on the trial of any criminal proceeding. excuse wlt- 

'* The testimony of any witness may be taken, at the Instance of a Testimony 
party In any proceeding or investigation pending before the com- may be taken 
mission, by deposition, at any time after a cause or proceeding is at ^ ^^^ 
issue on petition and answer. The commission may also order test!- oommission 
mony to be taken by deposition In any proceeding or investigation ™mony^ to*S 
pending before It, at any stage of such proceeding or investigation taken'by dep- 
Such depositions may be taken before any judge of any court of the ^^ ^^' 
United States, or any commissioner of a circuit, or any clerk of a dis- 
trict or circuit court, cr any chancellor, justice, or judge of a supreme 
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or superior court, mayor or chief magistrate of a city, judge of a 
county court, or court of common pleas of any of the United States, 
or any notary public, not being of counsel or attorney to either of 
the parties, nor interested in the event of the proceeding or investi- 
Beasonable gation. Reasonable notice must first be given in writing by the 
Segiven?^*^ party or his attorney proposing to take such deposition to the oppo- 
site party or his attorney of record, as either may be nearest, which 
notice shall state the name of the witness and the time and place of 
TestlmoDy by *^® taking of his deposition. Any per on may be compelled to appear 
deposition and depose, and to produce documentary evidence, in the same man- 
peiied in the ner as witnesses may be compelled to appear and testify and produce 
a8™bovespec'^^^^°^®^^*'^y evidence before the commissitm as heireinbefore pro- 
ifled. vided. 

Manner of ** Every person deposing as herein provided shall be cautioned 

amonS.*^^^^" *"^ sworn (or aflQrm, If he so request) to testify the whole truth, and 
shall be carefully examined. His testimony shall be reduced to 
writing by the magistrate taking the deposition, or under his direc- 
tion, and shiill, after it has been reduced to writing, be subscribed 
by the deponent. 
When witness **If a witness whose testimony may be desired to be taken by 
^imtry?'^^*'* ^®POsi'^on be in a foreign country, the deposition may be taken 
before an officer or person designated by the commission, or agreed 
upon by the parti«-s by stipulation in writing to be filed with the com* 
mu^t^be^flfed ^^^B^oi^* -Ali depositions must be promptly filed with the commia- 
with the com- gion. " 

Fees of wit- Witnesses whose depositions are taken pursuant to this act, and 

nesses and the magistrate or ottier officer taking the same, shall severally be 

entitled to the same fees as are paid for like services in the courts of 

the United States. 

Complaints to sec 13. That any person, firm, corporation, or association, or 

How and by *°y mercantile, agricultural, or manufacturing society, or any body 

whom made, politic or muoicipal organization complaining of anything done or 

upon carriers, omitted to be done by any common carrier subject to the provisions 

of this act in contravention of the provisions thereof, may apply to 

said commission by petition, which Hhall briefly state the facts; 

whereupon a statement of the charges thus made shall be forwarded 

by the commission to such common carrier, who shall be called upon 

to satisfy the complaint or to answer the same in writing within m 

Reparation reasonable time, to be specified by the commission. If such common 

Dv carriors 

before inves- carrier, within the time specified, shall make reparation for the 
tigation. injury alleged to have been done, said carrier shall be relieved of 

liability to the complainant only for the particular violation of law 
InvestiKa- thus complained of. If such carrier shall not satisfy the complaint 
plaints by^^e within the time specified, or there shall appear to be any reasonable 
commission, ground for investigating said complaint, it shall be the duty of the 

commission to investigate the matters complained of in such manner 

a ad by such means as it shall deem proper. 
Complaints Said commission shall in like manner investigate any complaint 

state^raii- ^forwarded by the railroad commisdioaer or railroad commission of 
sfoifsf"™™^*^ any state or territory, at the request of such commissioner or corn- 
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mission, and may institute any inquiry on its own motion in the same ISqnirieshj^^ 
manner and to the same effect as though complaint had been made the commis- 
No complaint shall at any time be dismissed because of the own motion, 
absence of direct damage to the complainant. S22d^iSt°b^* 

Sec 14. (4s umended March 2, 1889.) That whenever an investi- directly dam- 
gation shall be made by said cojimlsslon, it shall be its duty to Oominission 
make a report in waiting in respect thereto, whlc'a shall include the ?Jport°of ^n- 
findings of fact upon which the conclusions of the commission are ▼®stlgations. 
based, together with its reconmenddtlon as to what reparation, if Reparation, 
any, should be made by the common carrier to any parry or parties „ 
who may be found to have been injured; and such findings so made commission 
shall thereafter, in all judicial proceedings, be deemed prima facie JvidSace^/n 
evidence as taeach and every fact found. judicial pro- 

All reports of investigations made by the commission shall be Reports of in- 
entered of record, and a copy thereof shall be furnished to the party J^Ji^e^en- 
who may have complained, and to any common carrier that may have *®J®^ ^^ '®c- 
been complained of. Service of 

The commission may provide for the publication of its reports tie? ^* °^ ^^^ 
and decisions in such form and manner as may be best adapted for ?®^f^^ ^^ 
public information and use, and such authorized publications shall be thorlzed pub- 
oompetent evidence of the reports and decisions of the commission competent 
therein contained, in all courts of the United States, and of the 8ev-|^^®jce.^^ 
eral states, without any further proof or authentication thereof, and distribu- 
The commission may also cause to be printed for early distribution re^rts^of^^^ 
its annual reports. commission. 

Sec. 15. That if in any case in which an investigaiion shall be 
made by said commission it shall be made to appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the commission, either by the testimony of witnesses or other 
evidence, that a ay thing has been done or omitted to be done in viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act, or of any law cognizable by said 
commission, by any common carrier, or that any injury or damage 
has been sustained by the party or parties complaining, or by other 
parties aggrieved in consequence of any such violation, it shall be 
the duty of the commission to forthwith cause a copy of ics report in 
respect thereto to be delivered to such common carrier, together 
with a notice to said common carrier to cease and desist from such 
violation, or to make reparation for the injury so found to have been Son^ciwprie™ 
done, or both, within a reasonable time, to be specified by the com- to ceaae from 
mission; and if, within the time specified, it shall be made to appear act. 
to the commlssioa that such comnnon carrier has ceased from such 

violation of law, and has made reparation for the injury found to 0<>mpli&^ce 
i> I. j» s T .11- ^i_ J / * .,. with notice to 

have been done, in compliance with the reporo aad notice of the cease from tI- 

commission, or to the suisf action of the party complaining, a state- ^'*paration°*' 

ment to that effect shall be entered of record by the commission, and 

the said. common carrier shall thereupon be relieved from further 

liability or penalty for such particular violation of law. 

bEC. 16. {As amended March 2^ 1889,) That whenever any com- United States 

roon carrier, as defined in and subject to the provisions of this act, cases ^of^diso- 

shall violate, or refuse or neglect to obey or perform any lawful order bedlence to 

or requirement of the commission created by this act, nob founded mission. 
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upon a controversy requiring a trial by jury, as provided by the sev- 
enth amendment to the constitution of the United States, it shall be 
lawful for the commission, or for any company or person interested 
in such order or requirement, to apply in a summary way, by peti- 
tion, to the cirouiD court of the United States sitting in equity in the 
judicial district in which the common carrier complained of has ice 
principal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such 
order or requirement shall happen, aDeglng such violation or diso- 
bedience, as ihe ca»e may be; and tbe said court shall have power to 
hear aod det^ rmlne the matter, on such short notice to the common 
carrier camplalaed of as the court shall deem reasonable; and such 
Power of notice may be served on such common carri<^r, his or its officers, 
Sur^to heS *gf6Ji*8» or servants, in such manner as the court shall direct; and 
and deter- said court shall proceed to hear and determine the matter sp edily 
disobedience, as a court of equity, and without the formal pleadings and proceed- 
ings applicable to ordinary suits in equity, but in sach manner as to 
do justice in the premises; and to this ead such court shall have 
power, if it think fit, to direct and prosecute in such mode and by 
sush parsons as it may appoint, all such inquiries as ths court may 
^ii^ings of think needful to enable it to form a just judgment in the matter of 
commission such petition; and on such hearing the findings of fact in the report 
facie ^e^?™*^' ^*^^ commission shall be prima faiie evidence of the matters 
dence. therein staced; and if it be made to appear to such court, on such 

hearing or on report of any such person or persons, ihat the lawful 
order or requirement of said commission drawn in question tias been 
Writs ofvin- violated or disot>eyed, it shall be lawful for such court to issue a writ 
othe? process ^^ injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, to 
ef^in**Me"^f ^^^''^^^ ^^^^ common carrier from further continuing such viola ion 
disobedience, or disobedience of such order or requiremenc of said commission, 
and enjoining obedience to the same; and in case of any digobedience 
of any such writ of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or 
otherwise, it shall be lawful for such court to issue writs of attach- 
ment, or any other process of eald court incident or applicable to 
writs of injunction or other proper process, mandatory or otherwise, 
against such common carrier, and if a corporation, against one or 
more of the directors, officers, or agents of the same, or against any 
owner, lessee, trustee, receiver, or other person failing to obey such 
writ of in June ion, or o her proper process, mandatory or otherwise; 
and said court may, if U shall think fit make an order directing such 

Punishment common carrier or other person so disobeying such writ of injunction 
for refusal to^. ,, j. t ^ ^ m 

obey writs of or other proper process, mandatory orotner^ise, to pay such sum of 

otier^proSer'^ money, LOt t xceediog for each carrier or person in default the sum of 

process: Fine. $500 for every day, after a day to be named in the order, that such 

carrier or other persoo shall fail to obey such injunction or other 

proper process, mandatory or otnerwise; and such moneys shall be 

payable as the court shall direct, either to the party complaining or 

into court, to abide the ultimate decision of the court, or into the 

treasury; and payment thereof may, without pre judice to any other 

mode of recovering the same, be enforced by attachment or order in 

the nature of a writ of execution, in like manner as if the same had 
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been recovered by a final deoree Ip personam in such court. When Appeals to 

the subject In dispute shall be of the value of $2,000 or more, eitber court of 

party to such proceeding before said court may appeal to the supreme states^ 

court of the United States, under the same regulations nowr provided \P^?*^\ 

by law in respect of security for such appeal; but such appeal shall erate to stay 

not operate to stay or supersede the order of the court or the execu- ?s'8iS(i%7the 

tion of any writ or process thereoo; and such court may, in every g^^J*- ^ 

such matter, order the payment of such costs and counsel fees as shall counsel fees. 

be deemed reasonable. Whenever any such petition shall be filed or tp?ct attop-" 

presented by the commission it shall be the duty of the district attor- ^^J^ ^^IS^^^^r 

cute unuer oi" 
ney, under the direction of the at boroey- general of the United States, rectlon of at- 

to prosecute the same; and tbec )st8 aad expenses of such prosecution ^^^f^~^^^~ 

shall be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the courts ^<^*^* ^^^ . 

of the United States. prosecutions 

to be paid out 
If the matters Involved in any such order or requirement of said of approprla- 

commission are founded upon a controversy requiring a trial by jury, courts.^'^ 
as provided by the seventh amendment to the constitution of the 
United States, and any such common carrier shall violate or refuse 
or neglect to obey or perform the same, after notice given by said 
commission as provided in the fifteenth section of this act, it shall be 
lawful for any company or person interested in su 3h order or require- 
ment to apply in a summary way by petition to the circuit court of unYted^tates 
the United States sitting as a court of law in the judicial dis rict courts in 

* cases of dls~ 

in which the carrier complained of has its principal office, or obedience 

in which the violation or disobedience of such order or require- y^^®P^^'jJ|J,J^y 

ment shall happen, alkging such violation or digobedience ass^ry. 

the case may be; and said court shall by its order then fix a time 

and place for the trial of said cause, which shall not be less than 

twenty nor more than forty days from the time said order is made, 

and it shall be -the duty of the marshal of the district in which said 

proceeding is pending to forth veith serve a copy of said petition, and 

of said order, upon each of the defendants, and it shall ba the duty of 

the defendants to file their answers to said petit io a within ten days 

after the service of the same upon them as aforesaid. At the trial f^^of^he' 

the findings of fact of said commission as set forth in its report shall commi^sibn 

be prima facie evidence ofths matters therein stated, and if either Lcie evf- ™* 

party shall demand a jury or shall omit to waive a jury the court ^®?^®j[jy j- 

shall, by its order, direct the marshal forthwith to summon a jury to 

try the cause; but if all the parties shall waive a jury in writing then 

the court shall try the issues in said cause and render its judgment cou*t.^^ 

thereon. If the subject in dispute shall be of the value of 

$2,000 or more either party may appeal to the supreme court supreme 

of the United S ates under the same regulations now provided by law u^^ited'states 

in respect to security for such appeal; but such appeal must be taken 

within twenty days from the day of the rendition of the judgment of 

said circuit court. If the judgment of the circuit court shall be in 

favor of the party complaining he or they shall be entitled to recover 

a reasonable counsel or attorney's fee, to be fixed by the court, which ^y^^y^g^fQl^ 

shall be collected as part of the costs in the case. For the purposes 
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of this act, ezoepting its penal provisions, the circuit courts of the 
United StAtes shall be deemed to be always in session. 

Sec. 17. {Aa amended March 2^ 1889 ) That the commission may 
conduct its proceedings in such manner a^ will best conduce to the 
proper dispatch of business and to the ends of justice. A majority of 
the commission shall coastltute a quorum f jr the transaction of busi- 
ness, but no commissoner shaU participate in any hearing or proceed- 
ing in which he has any pecuniary interest. Said commission may, 
from time to time, make or amend such general rules or orders as 
may be requisite for the order and regulation of proceedings before 
it, including forms of notice i and the service thereof, which shall con- 
form, as nearly as may be, to those in use in the courts of the United 
Partiesmay States. Any party may appear bdford said commission and be heard, 
in person or by attorney. Every vote and official act of the commis- 



Interstate 
commerce 
commission. 
Form of pro- 
oednre. 



appear before , 
tn«> commlft- 



SJ*g^'J^g.®"°'^sion shall be entered of record, and its proceedings shall be pubUc 

torney. upon the request of either party interested. Said commission shall 

Official seal, have an official seal, which shall be judicially noticed. Either of the 

members of the commission may administer oaths and affirmations 

and sign subpoenas 

dEC. 18. (As amended,) That each commissioner shall receive an 
annual salary of $7,500, payable in the same manner as the judges of the 
courts of the United States. The commission shall appoint a secretary, 
edrs^afy!***" ^^^ ^hall receive an annual salary of $3,600, payable In like manner. 
The commission shall have authority to employ and fix the compen- 
sation of such other employes as it may find necessary to the proper 
performince of its duties. Until otherwise provided by law, the com- 
mission may hire suitable offices for its use, and shall have authority 
to procure all necssary office supplies.* Witnesses summoned before 
the commission shall be paid the same fees and mileage that are paid 
witnesses in the courts of the United States. 

All of the expenses of the commissioa, includiag all necessary 

expenses for transportation incurred by the commissioners, or by their 

employes under their orders, in making any investigation, or upon 

official business in any other places than in the city of Washington, 

shall be allowed and paid on the presentation of itemized vouchers 

therefor approved by the chairman of the commission. 

Principal Sbc. 19. That the principal office of the commission shall be in 

oommiMion! ^^® ^'^^J ^^ Washington, where its general sessions shall be held; but 

whenever the convenience of the public or the parties may be pro- 

Bessions of moted or delay or expense prevented thereby, the commission may 

S?on^™™^" ^<>ld special sessions in any part of the United States. It may, by one 

Commission or more of the commissioners, prosecute any inquiry necessary to its 

cute iiiqairies duties, in any part of the United States^ into i^ny matter or question 

nM)re of^its ®' ^^^^ pertaining to the business of any common carrier subject to 

members in the provisions of this act. 

any part of 

the United Sec. 20. That the commission is hereby authorized to require 

Carriers sub- *ii^u*^l reports from all common carriers subject to the provisions of 

ject to the act this act, to fix the time and prescribe the manner in which auch 

must render i.iiii_ ^ j.- 

full annual reports shall be made, and to require from such carrieri specific 

com^iJk)n. a^wers to all questions upon which the commission may need inform a- 
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tion. Such annual reports shall show in detail the amount of capita 
stock issued, the amounts paid therefor, and the manner of paymen 
for the same; the dividends paid, the surplus fund, if any, and the 
number of Stockholm} ers; the funded and floating^ debts and the inter- 
est paid thereon; the cost and value of the carrier's property, fran- 
chises, and equipments; the number of employes and the salaries paid 
each class; the amounts expended for improvements each year, how 
expended, and the character of such improvements; the earninfifs and 
receipts from each branch of business and from all sources; the oper- 
ating and other expenses; the balances of profit and loss; and a c )m- 
plete exhibit of the financial operations of the carrier each year, 
including an annual balance sheet. Such reports shall also contain 
such information in relation to rates or regulations concerning fares 
or freights, or agreements, arrangements, or contracts with other 
common carriers, as the commission may require; and the ^aid com- 
mission m<iy, within its discretion, for the purpose of enabling it the Oomi 
better to carry out the purposBS of tils act, prescribe (if in the opin- metlit 
ion of the commission it is practicable to prescribe such uniformity ^^^^ 
and methods of keeping accounts) a period of time within wt.ich all 
common carriers aubjest to the provisions of this act shall have, as 
near as may be, a uniform system of accounts, and the manner in 
which such ac20un^s shall bs kept. 

bEC 21. (As amended March 2^ 1889 ) That the commission shall, Annual 
on or before the first day of December in each year, make a report, Somm^ 
which shall be tran^mioted to congress, and copies of which shall be^ congp* 
distributed as are the other reports transmitted to congress. This 
report shall contain such information and data collected by the com- 
mission as may be considered of value in the determination of ques- 
tions connected with the regulation of commerce, together with such 
recommendations as 1 1 additional legislation relating thereto as the 
commission may deem necessary; and the names and compensation of 
the persons employed by said commission. 

Sec. 22. (As amended March 2^ 1889, and February 8^ 1895.) 
That nothing in this act shall prevent &he carriasfe, storage, or hand- 
ling of property free or at reduced rates for the United Sta'ies, state, or Persons and 
municipal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs gJ?P^J^^** 
and expositions for exhibition thereat, or the free carriage of desti- ried f m or at 
tute and homeless persons transported by charitable societies, and rates, 
the necessary agents employed in such transportation, or the issu- 
ance of mileage, excursion, or commutation passenger tickets; nothing cursicm/or ~ 
in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from S^S^nier^®^ 
giving reduced rates to ministers of religion, or to municipal govern- tickets, 
ments for the transportation of indigent persons, or to inmates of the 
national homes or state homes for disabled volunteer soldiers, and 
of soldiers' and sailors' orphan homes, including those about to 
enter and those returning home after discharge, under arrangements 
with the boards of managers of said homes; nothing in this act shall fr^lranc^ 
be construed to prevent railroads from giving free carriage to their p^rtation to 
own officers and employes, or to prevent the principal officers of any employes of 
railroad company or companies from exchanging passes or tickets JJ^JSbl^ ^™" 
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act nre^n* °' ^^^^ Other railroad companiea for their officers and employes; and 
addition to nothing in this act contained shall in any way abridge or alter the 
JstUig at^com- remedies now existing at common law or by statute, but the pro visions 
Pending* liti- ^^ *^^^ *^* *^ ^ addition to such remedies: Provided^ That no pend- 
gationnot ing litigation shall in any way be affected bv this act: Prodded fat- 
%ct!^ ^ tber, That nothing in this act shall prevent the issuance of joint inter- 
changeable changeable five-thousand mile tickets, with special privileges as to 
five- thousand the amount of free baggage that may be carried udder mileage tickets 
Amount of ' of one thousand or more miles. But before any common carrier, sub- 
free baggage. ^^^^ ^ ^-j^^ provisions of this act, shall issue any such joint inter- 
changeable mileage tickets with special privileges, as aforesaid, it 
shall file with the interstate commerce commission copies of the 
joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges on which such joint interohacge- 
able mileage tickets are to be based, together with specifications of 
the amount of free baggage permitted *o be carried under such tickets, 
in the same manner as common carriers are required to do with regard 
to other joint rates by section six of this act; and all the provisions of 
said section six relating to joiot rates, fares, and charges shall be 
observed by said common carriers and enforced by the interstate 
commerce commission as fully with regard to such joint interchange- 
able mileage tickets as with regard to other joint rates, fares, and 
charges referred to in said section six. It shall be ualawf al for any 
common carrier that has Issued or authorized to be ifi>sued any such 
joint interchangeable mileage tickets to demand, collect, or receive 
from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for trans- 
portation of persons or baggage under such joint interchangeable 
mileage tickets than that required by the rate, fare, or charge speci- 
fied in the copies of the joint tariff of rate-*, fares, or charges filed 
with the commission in force at the time. The provi^^ions of section 
ten of this act shall apply to any violation of the requirements of this 
proviso. 

NEW SECTION (Added ^arcb 2, 1889) That the circuit and 
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States courts district courts i»f the United States shall have jurisdiction upon the 
of peremffto- relation of any pef*son or persons, firm, or corporation, alleging such 
^mmandinff^ violation by a common carrier, of any of the provisions of the act to 
the move- which this is a supplement and all acts amendat jry thereof, as pre- 
State traffic^ vents the relator from having interstate traffic moved by said com- 
nisMnir^f" ^^^ carrier at the same rates as are charged, or upon terms or con- 
cars OP other ditions as favorable as those given by said common carrier for like 
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tion facili- 
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traffic under similar conditions to any other shipper, to issue a writ 
or writs of mandamus against said common carrier, commanding such 
common carrier to move and transport the traffic, or to furnish cars or 
other facilities for transportation for the party applying for the writ: 
Provided^ That if any question of fact as to the proper compensation 
to the common carrier for the service to be enforced by the writ is 
raised by the pleadings, the writ of peremptory mandamus may issue, 
notwlthstandiog such question of fact is undetermined, upon such 
terms as to security, payment of money into the court, or otherwise, 
as the court may think proper, pending the determination of the 
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question of fact: Provided, That the remedy hereby given by writ of JfaTi^^ Sb?" 
mandamus shall be cumulative, and shall not be held to exclude or shall i^ot in- 
interfere with other remedies provided by this act or the act to other reme- 
which it is a supplement. by^hYwt^^ 

Public No. 41, approved February 4, 1887, as amended by Public 
No. 125, approved March 2, 1889, and Public No. 72, approved Feb- 
ruary 10, 1891. Public No. 38, approved February 8, 1895. 

An act in relation to testimony before the Interstate Oommeroe commission, 
and in cases or proceedings under or connected with an act entitled "A.n act 
to regulate commerce,** approved February 4, 1887, and amendments thereto. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled. That no person shall ... dance 
be excused from attending and testifying, or from produciug books, and testi- 
papers, tariffs, contracts, agreements and documents before the n^ges^and ^ 
interstate commerce commission, or in obedience to t^^© ^'^'^poei^ft of §^^^*^*S °' 
the commission, whether such subpoena be signed or issued by one or evidence com- 
more commissioners, or in any cause or proceeding, criminal or oth- Fore^?e^om- 
erwise, based up an or growing out of any alleged violation of the act JJ*^^"^ "£^** 
of congress, entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved Feb- criminal or* 
ruary 4, 1887, or of any amendment thereof, on the ground or for the the courts*.*^ 
reason that the testimony or evidence, documentary or otherwise, 
required of him, may tend to criminate him or subject him to a pen- 
alty or forfeiture. But no perso i shall be prosecut d or subjectel to 
any penalty or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter 
or thing, concerning which he may testify, or produce evidence, doc- 
umentary or otherwise, before said commission, or in obedience to its 
subpoena, or the subpoena of either of them, or in any such case or 
proceeding: Provided, That no person so testifying shall be exempt 
from prosecution and punishment for perjury committed in so testi- 
fying. 

Any person who shall neglect or refuse to attend and testify, or to 
answer any lawful inquiry, or to produce books, papers, tariffs, con- fine or impris 
tracts, agreements and documents, if in his power to do so, in obedi- ^^f ^^ ^' 
enoe to the subpoena or lawful requirement of the commission, shall 
be guilty of an offense, and upon conviction thereof by a court of 
competent jurisdiction shall be punished by fine not less than $100, 
nor more than $5,000, or by Imprisonment for not more than one year, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

Public No. 54, approved February 11, 1893. 

An act to promote the safety of employes and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged In iaterstate commerce to equip their cars 
with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives with 
driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House oi Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That from and after Driving wheel 
the first day of January, eighteen hundred and ninety-eight, it shall ftfd train 
be unlawful for any common carrier engared in interstate commerce ^^ ^' 
by railroad to use on its line any locomotive engine in moving inter- 
state traffic not equipped with a power driving wheel brake and 
appliances lor operating the train brake system, or to run any train 
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in iMih tralfic after said date that has not a suffioient number of cars 
in it 80 equipped with power or train brakes that the engineer on the 
locomotive drawing such train can control its speed without requiring 
brakemen to use the common hand brake for that purpose. 

Sec. 2. That on and after the first day of January, eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, it shall be unlawful for any such common car- 
rier to haul or permit to be hauled or used on its line any car used in 
moving interstate traffic not equipped with couplers coupling auto- 
matically by impact, and which can be uncoupled without the neces- 
sity of men going between the ends of the cars. 

Sec. 3. That when any person, firm, company, or corporation 
engaged in interstate commerce by railroad shall have equipped a 
sufficient number of iti cars so as to comply with the provisions of 
section one of this act, it may lawfully refuse to receive from connect- 
ing lines of road or shippers any cars not equipped sufficiently, in 
accordance with the first section of this act, with such power or train 
brakes as will work and readily interchange with the brakes m use on 
its own cars, as required by this act. 

Sec. 4. That from and afier the first day of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-five, until otherwise ordered by the interstate com- 
merce commission, it shall be unlawful for any railroad company to 
use any car in interstate commerce that is not provided with secure 
grab irons or handholds in tbe ends and sides of each car for greater 
security to men in coupling and uncoupling cars. 

Sec. 5. That within ninety days from the passage of this act the 
American Railway association is authorized hereby to designate to 
the interstate commerce commission ihe standard height of drawbars 
for freight cars, measured perpendicular from the level of the tops qf 
the rails to the center of the drawbars, for each of the several gauges 
of railroads in use in the United States, and shall fix a maximum vari. 
at'oa f com sach standard halght to be allowed between the drawbars 
of empty and loaded cars. Upon their determination being certified 
to the interstate commerce commission, said commission shall at once 
give notice of the standard fixed upon to all common carriers, owners, 
or lessees engaged in interstate commerce in the United States by 
such means as the commission may deem proper. But should said 
association fail to determine a standard as above provided, it shall be 
the duty of the interstate commerce commigsiqn to do eo, before July 
first, eighteen hundred and ninety -four, and immediately to give 
notice thereof as aforesaid. And after July first, eighteen hundred 
and ninety -five, no cars, either loaded or unloaded, shall be used in 
interstate traffic which do not comply with the standard above pro- 
vided for. 

Sec. 6. That any such common carrier using any locomotive 
engine, running any train, or hauling or permitting to be hauled or 
used on its line any car in violation of any of the provisions of this 
act, shall be liable to a penalty of one hundred dollars for each and 
every such violation, to be recovered in a suit or suits to be brought 
by the United States district attorney in the district court of the 
United States having jurisdiction in the locality where such violation 
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shall have been committed, and it shall be the duty of such district JS^atatesdllh" 
attorney to bring such suits upon duly verified information being trlct attorney 
lodged with him of such violation having occurred. And it shall also Duty of inter- 
be the duty of the interstate commerce commission to lodge with Serce^com- 
the proper district attorneys information of at y such violat ons asnaission. 
may come to its knowledge: Provided^ That nothing in this act con- Exceptions to 
tained shall apply to trains composed of four-wheel cars or to locomo- **^® *°*' 
tives used in hauling such trains. p . 

Sec. 7. That the interstate commerce commission may from interstate 
time to time upon full hearing and for good cause extend the period commfssion 
within which any common carrier shall comply with the provisions ^o extend 
of this act. rlers to com- 

Sec. 8. That any employe of any such common carrier who may £ct.^^*^ * 
be injured by any locomotive, car, or train in use contrary to the pro- Employes 
vision of this act shall not be deemed thereby to have asi^umed the to as^me 
risk thereby occasioned, although continuing in the employment of '^sk of em- 
such carrier af ber the unlawful use of such locomotive, car, or train 
had been brought to his kbowledge. 

Public No. 113, approved, March 2, 1893. 

An act supplementary to the act of July first, eighteen hundered and sixty-two 
entitled " An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Ghoyern- 
' ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes," and also 
of the act of July second, eighteen hundred and sixty-four, and other acts 
amendatory of said first-named act. 

Be iz enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled. That all railroad and 
telegraph companies to which the United States has granted any 
subsidy in lands or bonds or loan of credit for the construction of 
either railroad or telegraph lines, whicti, by the acts incorporating Ctovemment^ 
them, or by any aot amendatory or supplementary thereto, are and telegraph 
required to construct, maintain, or operate telegraph lines, and all tifem^iv^ 
companies engaged in operating said railroad or telegraph lines shall maintain and 
forthwith and henceforward, by and through their own respective 
corporate officers and employes, maintain, and operate, for railroad, 
governmental, commercial, and all other purposes, telegraph lines, 
and exercise by themselves alone all the telegraph franchises con- 
ferred upon them and obligations assumed by them under the acts 
making the grants as aforesaid. 

SBC. 2. That whenever any telegraph company which shall have 
accepted the provisions of title sixty-five of the Revised Statutes shall 
extend its line to any station or office of a telegraph line belonging to 
any one of said railroad or telegraph companies, referred to in the 
first sectioQ of this act, said telegraph company so extending its line Oonnecting 
shall have the right and said railroad or telegraph company shall ifnes.*^*^ 
allow the line of said telegraph company so extending its line to con- 
nect with the telegraph line of said railroad or telegraph company to 
which it is extended at the place where their lines may meet, for the 
prompt and convenient interchange of telegraph business between 
said companies; and such railroad and telegraph companies, referred 
23 
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to in the first section of this act, shall so operate their respective 
telegraph lines as to afford equal facilities to all, without discrimina- 
Equal facUi- tion in favor of or against any person, company, or corporation what- 
ties required, ever, and sht 11 receive, deliver, and exchange business with connect- 
ing telegraph lines on equal terms, and affording equal facilities, and 
without discrimination for or againstany one of such connecting lines; 
and such exchange of business shall be on terms just and equitable. 

Sec. 3. That if any such railroad or telegraph company referred 
to in the first section of this act, or company operating such railroad 
or telegraph line shall refuse or fail, in whole or in part, to maintain, 
and operate a telegraph line as provided in this act and acts to which 
gjmplainta to this is supplementary, for the use of the government or the public, 
commerce 'or commerical and other purposes, without discrimination, or shall 
commission, refuse or fail to make or continue such arrangements for the inter- 
change of business with any connecting telegraph companv, then any 
person, company, corporation, or connecting telegraph company may 
apply for relief to the interstate commerce commission, whose duty it 
shall thereupon be, under such rules and regulations as siid commis- 
Daties of the sion may prescribe, to ascertain the facts, and determine and order 
wherecom^ what arrangement is proper to be made in the particular case, and 
plaint is made the railroad or telegraph company concerned shall abide by and per- 
form such order; and it shall be the duty of the interstate commerce 
commis-ion, when such determination and order are made, to notify the 
parties concerned, and, if necessary, enforce the same by writ of 
mandamus in the courts of the United States, in the name of the 

, , United States, at the relation of either of siid interstate commerce 
commission 
may institute commissioners: Provided, That the said commissioaers may iostitnte 

iS?oTO^ ®^ any inquiry, upon their own motion, in the same manner and to the 
motion. same effect as though complaint had been made. 

Duty of the Sec. 4. That in order to secure and preserve to the United States 
5JJ5'^^J^P^- the full value and benefit of its liens upon all the telegraph lines 
this act. required to be constructed by and lawfully belonging to said railroad 

and telegraph companies referred to in the first section of this act, 
and to have the same possessed, used and operated in conformity 
with the provisions of this act and of the several acts to which this 
act is supplementary, it is hereby made the duty of the attorney- 
general of the United States, by proper proceedings, to prevent any 
unlawful interference with the rights and equities of the United 
States under this act, and under the acts hereinbefore mentioned, 
and under all acts of congress relating to such railroads and tele- 
graph lines, and to have legally ascertained and finally adjudicated 
all alleged rights of all persons and corporations whatever claiming 
in auy manner any control or interest of any kind in any telegraph 
lines or property, or exclusive rights of way upon the lands of said 
railroad companies, or any of them, and to have all contracts and 
provisions of contracts set aside and annulled which have been 
ualawfully and beyond their powers entered into by said railroad or 
telegraph companies, or any of them, with any other parson, com- 
pany or corporation. 
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Sec. 5. That any officer or agent of said railroad or telegraph Penalties for 
compaaies, or of any company operating the railroads and telegraph comply with 
lines of said companies, who shall refuse or fail to oper«Jite the teJe-gJjJ'^I^Qj^^^jg 
graph lines of said railroad or telegraph companies under his control, act or the 
or which he is engaged in operating, in the manner directed in this interstate 
act and by the acts to which It Is supplementary, or who shall refuse cSSmSsion. 
or fall, in such operation and use, to afford and secure to the govern- 
ment and the public equal facilities, or to secure to each of said con- 
necting telegraph lines equal advantages and facilities In the Inter- 
change of business, as herein provided for, without any discrimina- 
tion whatever for or adverse to the telegraph line of any or either of 
said connecting companies, or shall refuse to abide by, or perf s^rm 
and carry out within a reasonable time the order or orders of the 
interstate commerce commission, shall In every such case of refusal 
or failure be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall In every such case be fined In a sum not exceeding $1,000, 
and may be Imprisoned not less than six months; and in every 
such case of refusal or failure the party aggrieved may not only cause 
the officei; or agent guilty thereof to be prosecuted under the provi- 
sions of this section, but may also bring an action for the damages sus- Actions for 
talned thereby against the company whose officer or agent may boai^*^™*^ 
giillty thereof, in the circuit or district court of the United States In brought, 
any state or territory In which any portion of the road or telegraph 
line of said company may be situated; and In case of suit process may 
be served upon any agent of the company found In such s ate or ter- 
ritory, and such service shall be held by the court good and sufficient. 

Sec. 6. That It shall be the duty of each and every one of the SSSTand tele- 
aforesaid railroad and telegraph companies, within sixty days from graph lines 
and after the passage of this act, to file with the Interstate commerce this act to file 
commission, copies of all contracts a ad agreements of every descrlp- ^P*J* o^ P^n- 
tion existing between It and every other person or corporation what- report with 
soever In reference to the ownership, possession, maintenance, con- sion?^"^ " 
trol, use or operation of any telegraph lines, or property over or 
upon its rights of way, and also a report describing with sufficient 
certainty the telegraph lines and property belonging to It, and the 
manner In which the same are being then used and operated by It, 
and tne telegraph lines and property upon Its right of way In which 
any other person or corporation claims to have a title or Interest, 
and setting forth the grounds of such claim, and the manner In which Annual re- 
the same are being then used and operated, and It shall be the duty oommlssion. 
of each and every one of bald railroad and telegraph companies annu- 
ally hereafter to report to the Interstate commerce commission, 
with reasonable fullness and certainty, the nature, extent, value and 
condition of the telegraph lines and property then belonging to It, 
the gross earnings, and all expenses of maintenance, u*e, and opera- 
tion thereof, and Its relation and buslnt ss with all connecting tele- penalties 
graph companies during the preceding year, at such time and In for refusal to 
such manner as may be required by a b> stem of reports which said to comm£^ 
commission shall prescribe; and If any cf said rallroid or telegraph ^^^'^' 
companies shall refuse or fail to make such reports or any report as 
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may be called for by said cominiBBion, or refuse to submit its books 
and records for inspection, such neglect or refusal shall operate as a 
Duty of at- forfeiture, in each case of such neglect or refusal, of a sum not less 
JJjJJ^'l^g^j. than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, to be recovered by the attorney- 
cate. general of the United States, in the name and for the use and benefit 

of the United States; and it shall be the duty of the interstate com- 
merce commission to inform the attorney-general of all such cases of 
neglect or refusal, whose duty it shall be to proceed at once to judi- 
cially enforce the forfeitures hereinbefore provided. 
Bight of con- ^^^* ^' ^^^^ nothing in this act shall be construed to affect or 
gresB to alter, impair the right of congress, at any time hereafter, to alter, amend, 
pqSl ^' ^~ or repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned; and this act shall he 
subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal as, in the opinion of con- 
gress, justice or the public welfare may require; and nothing herein 
contained shall be held to deny, exclude, or impair any right or 
remedy in the premises now existing in the United States, or any 
Eqi^ty rights authority that the postmaster-general now has under title sixty-five 
ernment pre- of the revised staktutes to fix rates, or, of the government, to purchase 
served. lines as provided under said title, or to have its messages given prec- 

edence in transmission. 

Public No 237, approved August Y, 1888. 
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Olarlnda, citizens of, ▼. O. & St. L., abandonment of O. & St. L. B'y. 1889 1041 

Elkader, citizens of, T. 0., M. & St. P 1886 47» 

Fort Dodge, citizens of, ▼. O., B. I. & P. et al., Tara * Ft. Dodge 1889 988, 987 

Hupreme court decision in, referred to 1892 2 

General subject discussed 1889 44 

North wood, citizens of, ▼. Oentrallow a 1882 468 

North wood, oltlzens of, ▼. Iowa Central, petition for rehearing 1888 S99 

Court proceedings in 1884, 46 zzzix 

Ottumwa & Kirkville, 3.88 mi , Clarinda, St. Louis, 11.6 1891 5 

Bights of contracting parties protected by courts 1889 1043 

Expenses incurred in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on 

abandonment of track 1891 738 

W. &; W. B*7., Osage, for temporary removal 1895 196 

Abandonment of Station— see also Station, 

Bismarck, Neil & Campbell V. CM. & St. P 1889 99S 

Kingston, Decatur county, citizens of, ▼. D. M. & E. C, protest against removal.. 1890 863 

Leslie, citizens of, ▼. D. M. & K. C, protest against abandonment of station 1889 1087 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1889 1080 

Pekln, Spiers & Bichardson ▼. B. & W., petition for reopening 1890 868 

Veo, Jones, J. M , ▼. B. & M., petition for reopening of station 1890 988 
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Bemarksof President Harrison 1898, 18 1896 70 
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Afton, C, B. & Q 1887 148 

Altoona 1878 46 

Brush Siding, on C, B. & Q 1893 269 

Coon Bapids, on C, M. & St. P. 1892 848 

Orescent, on C. & N.-W., near Council Bluffs 1891 271 

Des Moines, oollision between C, B. I. & P. fair ground train and C. & N.-W. 

freight train at, report of commissioners 1889 1114 

Danger to boys playing around trains, eto., B., C. B. & N 1891 841 

Eagle Point, C , M. & St. P 1887 163 

Glendale, on C , M. & St. P., investigation of by commissioners 1889 1107 

Highland Center, C, M. & St. P 1892 873 

Inwood, C , M. & St. P 1887 168 

Nansen, seven miles southeast of Council Bluffs, on O. & St. L 1890 961 

New Hampton, on C. G. W. B'y 1898 871 

Maynard, on B., C. B. & N 1891 839 

Stratford, on C. & N.-W 1893 270 

Stratford, on C. & N.-W 1891 846 

Valley Junction, on C, B. L&P 1895 241 

Vincent, 0., B L&P 1891 841 

Washington, on C, B. L & P 1891 841 
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Bureau of Railway Statigtict and %.cconnts. railway question 1893 40 g 

Law reqnlriniK uniformity in, recommended 1893 21 

Uniformityin 1878, 74; 1879, 113; 1882, 38; I89S 45 

AOTUAii 048H y^LUi or BOAD AND Bquipmiitt— see Value. 

Advanob in Hat Batm. Pitition or D M & N.-W —see Rate§. 

▲pportionmknt of 0o8t of OvflR AND UNDia B4ILBOAD 0RO88IHO8— See OrossinOt 
Railroad, 

Appropriation of Ooal. 

Aurelia, coal dealers of ▼. Illinois Oentral railroad, dnrinfif scarcity of fuel 1888 677 

Hogaboom, S B., Oreston, ▼ O.. B. ft Q .... 1894 288 

Rnowles, J. Elliott, ▼. 0., B. & Q 1831 140 
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AORBBMINT8 Bncwrnn RAiiiWATS, violation of ...1886 57 

AoRRUfiNTOF Bailwat Oompanim TO Vdopt Oommissionrrs* B4TB8— see Batee, 
Freight, 
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•AiNSWORTH, W. W , elected secretary 1887 8 

Be-elected 1888, 8; 1889, 4; 1890, 8; 1891, 8; 1802, 3; 1898, 3; 1884. 3; 1896, ir; 1896, 12; 1807 

Arbitration. 

Ashbnrn, J. M , Lamoni, T. 0., B A Q, claim for car of stock 1880 989 

Consolidation Ooal Company T. Oentral (owa 1878 30 

Illinois Central et al. ▼. W iverly Short Line et al., «rade crossing 1886 576 

Mason City ft Fort Dodge B*y Co. ▼ Crooked Creek B*y Co.. grade crossing 1887 732 

Moore, Thos. and Bisbae, ^ , Turin, t. C. ft N.-W., overflow damages 1880 999 

Webster City ft Crooked Creek ▼ M. O. ft Ft. D. B*y Oo., grade crossing 1886 508, 601 

Attbndanob with L. O. L live stock shipments 1894 847 

ATTORNBT-aBNBRAi*, BiPORT OF— See Litigation. 

Automatic Oouplbrs— see also Couplere, Automatic. 

Paper on, by Commlsttioner Coffin 1885 02 

Brakes, Burlington test 1884, 40; 1886, 46, 47, 48 

AuTHORiTT OP COMifissiONBRS—see Commi88ioner8 . 

Adams, Charlbs Franois J r., quotation from 1878 69 

Discussion of commissioner system 1879 78 

Bailroads, origin and problems 1881 81 

Bemarks on watered stock 1886 55 

Adams, Hbnrt O , statistician interstate com. com., paper on accounts, etc 1893 40 g 

Adbquatb Equipment Difinid— see Equipment. 

Adbquatb CB088INO -See Cro88tng, Adequate. 

Adoption of Oommissio nibs' B^tbs— s^e Bates 

Additional Depot QROXJSOs—^ee Condemnation Proceedings. 

Advanced Chabois. 

Brenneck Bros., Eagle Grove, v. C. ft N - W., discrimination in applying. 1892 842 

Monahan Bros., Charlotte, V. C. ft N.-W •. 1888 586 

Wasson, J. A , Boscoe, Kan., v. C, M. & St. P., duties of carriers in accepting 
guaranteefor 1883 656 

BAD Order, Becbipt of Goods in— see Damages. 
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ages, Dama^es^ Obstruction and Overflow. 
Back Water, in Bblation to Bailboad Crossings— see Drofnogre . 
Back Water, Stock Drowned bt— see Damages. 

BAOOAGB— EXCE;<8 AND STORAGE CHARGES. DiSCUSSiOU Of 1891 26 

Anderson, T., Bockford, 111., v. C , M. ft St. P., sample trunks containing Jewelry 

not baggage 1885 541 

Ashall, F. C, Chicago, v. Central Iowa, excess charges ... . 1882 433 

Bullock, N. P , Leon, v. Union Depot, Council Bluffs, storage 1887 724 

Carpenter, 0. C, Gllman, v. Cent. Iowa and 0. & N.-W., refusal to receive tool 

chestas baggage 1886 528 

Dusey, H., et al., Creston, v. C, B. & Q , refusal to carry mechanic's tool box as 

baggage 1885 513 

Edmundson, Ed., Cedar Rapids, v. 0., M. ft St. P., excess baggage 1892 824 
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Gk)odwln, Mrs. Patience, Traer, r. O., B. I. & P., delay and storage charges 1883 846 
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Expenses of operation should be partly borne by main line 1883 47 
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Bridge toll, absorption of at Omaha 1888 070 
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Fay, P. H , Richland Oenter, Wis., v. 0., M. & St. P. , Ooon Rapids 1894 176 

Harrison, H., et al., v. A. T. & S. F., neglect of bridgeman at Ft. Madison 1896 199 

Reno, B. F., Marengo, V. O., R. L &P 1880 39 

Waller, J. N., road supervisor, St. Charles, v. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 

bridge and highway 1886 569 

Watkins, W. W., Bellevue, v. C, M. & St. P , unsafe condition of bridge- 1889 101 

* * Buggt Case.*' 

Barber, Ed., Gild den, V. O & N -W., overcharge 1884 66-67 

Anderson's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 48 

Coffin's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 57 

Dey's, commissioner, < >pinion on 1884 68 

Judge Baylies' opinion on 1886 67 

Burlington, Shippehs of. Complaint on R \tes— see Bales. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Nori hern Railway Company, application of for 

reduced rates on seed grain 1803 838 

Burlington Test of Automatic Couple RS-see Automatic Couplers. 

Butter and Egg Shipment, Discrimination in Imspbction of— see Inspection. 

CABOOSE, Stoppage of at Platforms— see Stopping Trains at Platforms, 
Cambr«n, J. S., Elected Secretary 1878 3 

Resigned 1880 8 

Oamp Meeting and Other Assembly Rates— see Bates. 
Capacity of Freight Cars— see Cars. 
Capital Stock, Watered— see fValered Stock. 

Capitalization, Excessive 1878 88 

Care of Station Buildings— see Station Service. 
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GABS. 

DiBTBiBiTTioir OF— tee DittrQjvlUon of Can . tx 4b. p aqk. 

Must be distributed equitably In time of scarcity 1888, 739; 1803 887 

Not to be used for warehouse purposes 1889 9M 

Whbn Usbd tob Wabbhousb Pubposbs, Ohabgbs fob— see Demurrao^- 
Lack of— see also Failure to Furnish Can. 

Discussed by L. 8. Coffin 1887 70 

Sbndiiio off Own Linb— see RefwtU to Receive and Fonoard Freioht, 

Wabming of. 

Lighting of— see Lighbing Cart. 

What Oonstitutis Adbquatb Bupplt OF-«ee Equipment. 

Oar Load Batbs. 

Attempted abolition of 1886,45,47; 1888 31 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers* association, protest against abolition of . . 1886 47 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, r. 0. & N.-W. et al., on furniture 1883, 678; 1884 69 

On mixed car load of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

Proposition to abolish indefinitely postponed 1885 53. 

Recognition of by Colorado law 1885 48 

Oabb off Its Own Linb— see Refueal to Receive and Forward FretoM, also FaOure to 

FumiehCars 1889 981 

Ownbd by Bhippbb, unjast dldcrimi nation of, paper on, by Judge Schoonmaker, 

ex-interstate commerce commissioner 1891 30 

Pfivatb, DisoBiiiiNATiON IN Usi OF-see DUcrimination. 

Oabribbs. 

Bound by quotation of rates by agents 1888 009 

Their relations to each other discussed 1884 T 

Oabbikb'0 Bisk— see Owner*s Rlek, 

Oabbibd Past Station. 

Boyle, I. W., Clarkvllle, r. C. Q. W., carried past station 1889, 981; 1898 8SS 

Llghtner, P. E., Carthage, Mo., v. 0. G. W 1897 137 

Windell, W. S., Castalla, ▼. C, M. & St. P., refusal to stop at Castalla 1808 868 

Damages on account of 1887 756 

Oabbting PASSNNGBiiS ON Frbight Tr4IN8— See Train Service, 

Cash VAiiUB— see VcHue, Present Cash. 

Oattlb Guards— see also Crossings. 

Bell, W. 8., Des Moines, ▼. B., C. B. & N., refusal to construct 1880 1006 

Campbell, F. R. et al., Bismarck, ▼. C, M. & St. P., danger to cattle from location 

of fence, petition for cattle guards 1892 856-867 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, ▼. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1898 881 

Frazler, Geor^ e, Panora, ▼. D. M. N . & W., defective, stock killed 1897 110 

Gardner, John M., Leon, ▼. D. M., O. & S., cattle guards and fencing 1884 549 

Jamison, J. B, Oskaloosa, y.O., B. & Q., failure to put In 1882 556 

Jaryls, M., Morning Sun, ▼. Iowa Central, petition for 1895 153 

Long, Ira, Luther, ▼. St. L., D. M. & N., application for at farm crossing 1888 737 

Mohr, John, Fort Dodge, v. M. C. & Ft. D., application for 1887 710 

McCall, W. B., Ogden, ▼. M. & St. L , petition for 1885 566 

Moone, N. B., Clarlnda, ▼. C, B. & Q., cattle guards at crossing 1888 487 

Onerem, J. L. et al„ Thor, v. C. & N.-W., petition for cattle guards 1885 568 

Petition for rehearing 1886 871 

TlbbettH, D. D. et al,, Ogden, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition for 1898 887 

Changing Name of Stations. 

Arlington, citizens of petition for, C, M. A St. P, from Brush Creek to ▼ 1896 19 

Enfield, Oooley, E. G., v. C, M. & St. P., Strawberry Point 1884 663 

Luverne, citizens of, v. 0. & N.-W., application for 1887, 720; 1888 706 

Biver Junction, Musser, J. D. et al., ▼. B., C. B. & N., petition for 1888, 749; 1893 til 

Sewal, Banta, Ira, V. O. M. & St. P 1895 1« 

Strawberry Point, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1888 784 

Tlconlc, Grant township, citizens of, ▼. C. & D. , petition for 1888 786 

Vincent, Anderson & Richards, v. C, B. I. & P 1898 833 

Charges. 

Orary Bros., Boone, v. St. L., D. & N., prepayment of freight charges 1888 804 

Wasson, J. A., Boscoe, Kan., v. C, M. & St. P., duties of carriers 1883 866 

Charity Frnight— Shaw, H. B., Nora Springs, free carriage of 1895 166 
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TSAB. PAGl. 

OharitabIiI institutions, churches not such, as contemplated by law, with respect 

to special rates (Oommissioner Dey) 1888 838 

Ohoiob of Mabksts, Shippers and Routbs, Bight to— see Biohts of Shi^ppers. 

Ohubohb^ may obtain special rates on building material 1888 837 

OiiAiMS— see also Damagei, 
Fob Damaobs BssniiTiNO tbom Obstbuotions— see Obstrwstion. 
Fob Damaob Bbsultinq tbom Failubb to Bbcviya Cabs— see B'cMwre to Fur- 
nish Cars, 
Fob Bbpund or Oysbohaboe— see Overcharge. 

Private, Oommissioners no authority to collect 1889 1082 

Fob Goods Lost in Tbansit— see Lost in Transit. 
Fob Stock EUiiiBD— see Stock Killed. 
Olassifioation of Fbeioht. 

Basalt Plaster, Basalt Plaster Co., Des Moines 1894 240 

Bolt eri>, second-hand 1898 847 

BoIIts, second-hand, Gottstiein, F., v. Inspection Bureau 1892 847 

Bottles, empty, returned, T. W. Bogers for Iowa Bottlers* Association 1891 305 

Capacity of Cars, France, H. C, Bose Hill, v. C, B. I. & P 1897 136 

Coal, Keefe Coal Co., Ft. Dodge, ▼. 111. Cent 1896 168 

Corn Planters, K. D 1890 957 

Crackers, Shaver & Do ws. Cedar Bapids, ▼. Joint Western Classification 1883 659 

Crushed stone for road purposes 1894 859 

Discrimination in, WestphaJ, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. B. & N 1881 125 

Discrimination in Classification of flour. Crystal Mill and Grain Co., Council 

Bluflfs, V. Iowa Pool Lines 1883 703 

Dog skins, Herman & Cownie, Des Moines, petition for change in 1895 221 

Drugs, Miller, W. G., Ottumwa, Iowa Classification maximum not minimum 1896 166 

Farm wagons. Star Wagon Co , Cedar Bapids, ▼. B'y C's 1886 503 

Glucose, James V. Mahoney, Sioux City 1894 273 

Gravel and sand 1894 369 

Hancock, John T. & Son, Dubuque, v. B., C. B. & N. B'y, lack of uniformity 1880 23 

Logs, rough, Des Moines Fence Co. and Des Moines Excelsior Works et al 1891 782 

Linseed and carb )n oils in mixed carloads, application for carload rates 1892 844 

Live stock, H. G. S. Codd, Westfield 1894 260 

Merchandise, Hummer, George, Iowa City, v. B., C. B. & N., discrimination in.... 1880 163 

Minimum weights, Ketcham & Johnson Co., Marshalltown v. C. & N.- W 1897 108 

National Uniform freight classification discussed 1887, 49 ; 1896 11 

Of freights, commissioners* 1889 983 

Bailroad ties, J. C. Taylor, Percy 1894 240 

Sand, Besley, L. C, Council Bluffs, v. C, B. & Q., petition for restoration of pre- 
vious classification on 1898 247 

Sandandstone 1894 359 

Sawdust and fuel, Minesh, E. D. & Co., Eagle Grove 1897 164 

Silicon wall plaster 1894 359 

Syrup in pails, Mendel, H.,Neola,v.O.,B.L& P 1887 759 

Syrup in pails. Tucker Bros,, Brooks, r. C, B. & Q. B*d Co 1887 759 

Wagons, democrat spring 1894 359 

Western Wheeled Scraper Co., A urora, 111 , v. road-making machines 1894 182 

Worcester & Son, Des Moines, v. various lines, change of on goods in transit 1885 540 

CiiASSiFiOATiON of Bailboads— scc also BateSf Freight. 

A.,B.andC 1878, 54, 67; 1881 85 

Mllner, T H., Iowa Falls, v. B., C. B. & N., complaint of 1882 464 

CoAii, Appbopbiation of by Cabbibbs— see Appropriation of Coal. 

CoAii Ho J8B Sites— see /Sites. 

OoAii, Mid I MUM Weight of in Cab Loads— see Mtnimum Weight. 

Stewart, James, et al., v. C. & N.-W , scarcity of 1882 44S 

CoAii Bates— see Rates. 
Petition fob Advance in— see Bates. 

For distance less than five miles.. 1890 903-922 

CiiEANiNG Gbain in Tbansit— See MiUingin Transit. 

COFriN, L S., paper on automatic couplers and brakes 1887,59; 1889 47 

OONOBSSiONS TO Labge Shippbbs— see Gar Load Bales. • 
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Ck)ian88lON1B8^AUTHO«ITT, POWBRS Ain> DUTIBS mW. TSAB. PAGS. 

To act, when in doubt, should not be exercised 1889 1098 

Derived from statute, beyond its express prorisions they cannot act 1889 1092 

Have no authority to require crossings where no highway has been established 

an required by law 1893 968 

To stop the runniDg of trains in cases of unsafe condition of road 1898 766 

No authority to interpret the law differently from its plain reading 1898 845 

May order additional train service— see also Tra4n Service 1891 806 

To order freight transfer for L. O L. shipments 1893 168 

To order uodercrossings 1898 88 

Duties and jurisdiction of 1878, 6, 17, 50, 53, 5i; 1879 H 

under the law of 1884 1884 42 

iocreased powers of discussion in relation to shippers and carriers 1884 81 

law giving additional power to 1887 905 

Duties of , enlarged by legislature 1892 24 

Jurisdiction of 1891 28,868 

Old and new laws compared 1898 86 

Duties and powers discussed 1898 21,39 

Duties and powers as defined by United States supreme court 1894 190 

Laws of 1888, granting additional power and making elective 1888 31 

Decisions of , enforced in courts 1808 81,39 

In different states 1878 58 

Expenses of boards of railroad commissioners, by states 1807 842, 848 

In Great Britain ....1878 67 

Original organization of 1878 3 

OOMMiaSIOHBRS— 

Anderson, A. B., 

appointed 1881 8 

term expired 1884 3 

Campbell, Frank T., 

appointed. 1888 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew three years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired 1898 3 

Carpenter, O. C, 

appointed „ 1878 3 

resigned 1878 3 

Coffin, L. 8., 

appointed 1888 8 

reappointed 1885 3 

term expired 1888 3 

Dawson, B. A., 

appointed tofiU vacancy 1896 12 

elected 1897 12 

Dey, Peter A , 

appointed 1878 3 

reappointed 1886 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew two years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired 1891 3 

re-elected 1892 3 

term expired. ., 1895 Iv 

Luke, John V?., 

elected 1891 3 

re-elected 1894 3 

deceased, memorial statement 1895, 1 ; 1896 18 

McDllJ, J. W , 

appointed 1878 3 

resigned. 1881 8 

reappointed 1884 3 

term expired 1887 3 
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Ck)MMi88iON«B8— Continued— 

Perkins, George W., tkab. pags. 

elected 1893 3 

re-elected 1898 18 

Smith, Spencer, 

appointed 1887 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew one year term by lot 1889 4 

re-elected 1890 3 

term expired 1893 3 

Wilson, James, 

appointed 1882 3 

resigned 1883 3 

Wooorufl, M. O., 

appointed 1878 3 

term expired 1882 3 

OOMBiNATiONS BxTWBflN Tbunk Linss AMD FcBDEBS— See Pro-roting. 

OOMmBCB, Intbbstatb— see InUmtxxte Commerce. 

OOMMON Cabbiibb, mast not discriminate In favor of themselres as private mer 

chants 1889 1046 

OoMMUTATiON TiOKBTS— see P(u»enger Fare. 

OOMPABATiYB Tonnage, In oar loads and less than car loads 1883 3i 

OOMPBTiTiON, its effect on rates 1886 34 

OONOBALMBNT IN BaILBOAD A TTAIBS-HBee Publiett]/. 

OONDiTiON or BOAD8, Imprcived physical 1891 26 

Condition or Wbstbbn Baii«boadb— see BaQroad SituatUm^ etc. 

Amount of business offered railroads 1891 4 

OONFLICTINO AND DlSPUTXD PBOYISIONS OT THB LAW— SeC LOfW, 

CONNBOTION, Obosbinos, discussion of 1884 79 

OoNSiDBBATiON, Tazbs Voted tob BAiiiBOADS. A Pabt OT-see StAjHtme, 

OON8IDBBATION OT Iowa Bailboads, discussed 1879 09 

Condemnation Pboobbdinos. 

Oan not be maintained where company has no road in operation 1893 136 

Commissioners no authority to compel the railroad companies to exercise 1898 191 

Duty of carrier to exercise in certain cases 1891 823 

Law granting for depot purposes 1884 86 

Bight tu exercise not Included in right of eminent domain 1887 679 

Applications for— 

Charles City, Cedar Falls & Minnesota Bd. Co., ▼. land owners 1896 15 

Cedar Bapids, C. & N.-W. and B., C. B & N. By s. ▼. land owners 1896 24 

Des Moines, C, fi. & Q. Bd. Co ,▼. Thos. Oaughan, Sr., et al 1886 049 

Des Moines, Des Moines & Kansas City Hd. Co , ▼. certain land owners 1891 767 

Dixon, B., C. B. & N. By. Co. V. Q. W. King, et al 1884 600 

Dubuque, Union Depot company of 1886 480 

Bhler, Dubnq ue & Sioux City Bd. Co. v. certain land owners 1893 146-221 

Evanston, Mason City & Fort Dodga ▼. certain land owners 1891 798 

Garner, Firich & Hay ward of, inquiries concerning . . . 1884 546 

Goose Lake, C. 9t N.-W. By. Co. ▼. certain property owners 1890 947 

Macuta, Chicago, Santa Fe & California By. Co. ▼. John Yager, et al 1887 788 

Oelwein. for tracks to shops of C. G. W. By. Co. 1895 136 

Onawa, Cherokee & Dakota Bd. Co. ▼. certain land owners 1888 709 

Oto. Cherokee ft Dakota Bd. Co. ▼. certain land owners 1888 708 

Osceola, Des Moines & Kansas City Bd. Co. ▼. land owners 1896 26 

Osceola, 0., B. & Q Bd. Co. ▼. land owners 1896 27 

Oskaloosa, Cent Iowa By. v. Baldwin, Mary et al 1886 672 

Oskaloosa, on Iowa Central 1897 45 

Ottumwa, CM.* St. P. By. Co. ▼. Daniel and Bridget Saghrua 1884 592 

Ottumwa, for union depot at 1887 699 

Sheldon, Cherokee & Dakota v. certain land owners 1888 686 

Sioux City, Sioux City, Chicago & Baltimore By. Co. ▼. certain land owners.... 1892 135 

Waterloo, Dub. & S. C. Bd. Co. ▼. Waterloo Water Co. et al., petition In 1800 891 

Waterloo, Dub. & S. J. Bd. Co.y. certain land owners 1890 953 
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OOHVBAOT. YRAB. PAGB. 

Roadworkby. 1891 » 

QuotatlOQ of rates by agent and acceptance thereof ooostitntes 1886 609 

For exemption of liability from fires set by engines . . 1895 xxxr 

Ooncerning contract of release from liability by fire caused by railway company. 1897 156 

OONTBAOT, ViOIiATION OF. 

Berry, W. T.« Marshallto wn, ▼. W, I. & N , in providing crossing 1886 567 

DavisoQ, M., Piano, ▼. Wabash, in building side tracic, etc . . 1882 549 

Day, F. A.., Oastan a, ▼. Maple River Rl. Oo , in loc .tlon of railroad 1884 585 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, ▼. O. & N.-W. Ry., failure to construct side track 18% 573 

Elliott, W. P., Morning Sun, ▼. O., B ft Q , failure to fenoe 1883 729 

Pauser, W. D., Wirt, ▼. H. & 8 , violation of right of way contract 1887 68S 

Fort Dodge, city of, ▼. C , R. I & P. et al., failure to operate road 1889 982, 987 

Harshbarger, W. A.., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., K. & N.-W., failure to provide cross- 
ings and fence in consideration of right of way 1892 841 

Hunter, A. , Wyman, v. B. ft N. W., failure to build c*ittle guards, fences, etc.... 1883 701 

KenyoQ, F. L et al., Iowa Oity, v. B . 0. R. ft N., failure to run chair cars 1883 675 

Macrae, D., mayor of Oouncil Bluffs, ▼. U., R. I ft P. and O. ft N.-W., in abandon- 
ing Council Bluffs as western terminus ... 1892 845 

Orllla, citizens of, V. O G. W , in malntainiog station .. 1894 238 

Phelan, James, Maitland, Dakota, r. O , M. ft St. P. Ry. Co., failure to furnish 

shipping facilities 1885 512 

Seevers, W. A . et al , Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, station accommodations 1886 520 

Springer, A., Prairie Oity, ▼. Q., R I. ft P , refusal to redeem commutation tickets 1885 580 

Torkelson, Nels et al., A.ustln, ▼ O , M ft St. P., failure to put in station 1892 863 

Yaggy, E H., Audubon, v. B , O. R ft N., on rates on emigrant movables 1885 583 

OoNVflErriON OF Statk Railroad Oommissionbrs. 
Wirh interstate commerce commission, 1889, 19; 1891, 20-29; 1892, 44; 1893, 40a; 1894, 

361;1895, xxxvlli;1893, 10 1897 11 

Wl'h commissioners of surrounding states 1881 164 

Oo-'L.VT, JuogbT. M., on Railroad OommlsslODS 1883 45 

Ad iresso I "The Railway Problem" 1891 29 

Article on ^'Popular and Lf gal Views of Traffic Pooling" 1887 34 

Construction aooounts, open, discussed 1878 38-39 

Control of Railroads by Govbrnmbnt— see Oovemment Control. 

Control, by STATB—see State Control. 

Control of Station Grounds— see Omnibua Privilegts. 

OoNVBNTiON Ratbs— see Bates. 

Corn Ratbs, request of commissioners for temporary reduction of 1886 619 

Cost. 

Average of roads in different states 1880 175 

Difficulty in obtaining iu formation on 1884 17 

Discussion on 1887 51 

Earnings of , in excess of 6 per cent on 130,000 per mile 1891 36,37 

Of construction, per mile 1878 35 

Uf equipment, per mile 1878 36 

To move freight, per ton per mile, discussed 1884, 29 ; 1888 76i-783 

Ov Oyer and Undbr Railroad Crossings, '\pportionmbnt of— see Crossings. 

OouPLiGRS— Automatic— and Brakes— see also Automatic Couplers. 

Automatic, paper on, by Commissioner Coffin 1885, 92 ; 1887, 59 ; 1889 47 

Differeut types of couplers considered 1891 20,25 

Discussion of Iowa law requiring their use 1890 7 

Law concerning 1891 18-20 

Law of 1890, as amended In 1892 1892 10 

Recommendations of commissioners* convention for law concerning 1892 46 

Test of in Massachusetts, reported 1884 40 

Coupling Cars. 

Loss of life and personal injury discussed 1884 39 

Courts, Cases Pending in. Report of Attorney-General— see JAtigation. 

State courts to take cognizance of order of commissioners 1891 862 
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Obossinos, Farm. tbab. pagb. 

At grade, and over or under grade, discussed 1898 18, 26 

Decision of supreme court regarding 1892 26,28 

Matters of public right, decision by supreme court 1892 28 

Overhead farm crossing, decision of supreme court on, discussed 1892 28, 29 

Legislation recommended 1889, 48; 1891 43 

Petitions fob. Oomplaints Oonobbning. 

Amundson, Helga, El isworth, v. O. & N.- W. , obstructed by snow 1888 738 

Anderson, W. M , St. Charles, v. D. M. & K. O., at grade 1897 23 

Barnes, R. H. and J. H., Olivet, v. 0., R. I. & P., u ader, open 1893 261 

Beck, Jos., Marcus, v. D. & S. O. (III. Cent.)* under 1891 826 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. W. I. & N., contract for violated 1886 657 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. O. G. W., under crossing 1895 164 

Blackman, G. M., Newton, V. 0., R. I. & P., at grade, farm 1890 909 

Brockman, William, Baxter, v. O., St. P. & K. O., open farm 1890 912 

Brownell, H. S, Spirit Lake, V. 0., M. & St. P., open— cattle guard 1892 845 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. O. & N -W , at grade 1883 690 

Gain, Dennis, Arthur, V. O. & N.-W., unsuitable 1888 720 

Chapman, H. O, Sioux City, V. a, M. «& St. P., location of 1890 846 

Cole, Lyman, V. B., O. R. & N., under, petition for 1896 157 

Cunningham & Jones, Marshalltown, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1892 830 

Cutchfleld, J. W., Lucis.v.C, B &Q., ordinary.. 1805 186 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., open and cattle guards. . . 1887 716 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., under farm 1889 1039 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for under 1890 860 

Cutler, G. L 1893 23 

Davltt, James, Cummings, V. 0. G. W., under 1895 125 

Denison, T. W., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., replacing and repairing farm crossing. 1896 52 

Dennis, I. V., Coral vl He, v. C, R. L & P., under, failure to maintain 1889 979 

Deluhery, T., Sumner, v. M. & N. W., farm and cattle guards 1886 596 

Eckstein, H., et al., Cresco, V. C, M. & St. P., open 1895 202 

Ennehsy, P., New Hampi on, v. C, St. P. & K. C, petition for under 1889 10iJ7 

Ennessy, P., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., defective under bridge 1803 167 

Fanser, W. D., Wirt, v. H. & S., contract providing, ignored 1887 682 

Fibher, R. B, Knoxvllle, v. C, R. L & P., overhead 1882 420 

Fordy ce, Harry, Liberty vllle, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for farm 1886 609 

Fuller, U. E., Kalo, v. M. & St. L., petit io a for farm 1885 563 

Glays, J., Liberty vllle, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition as per contract 1893 237 

Graves, R.T.Mison City, V. M. O. «& Ft. D., under 1896 136 

Hamilton, William R , Washington, v. C, R. I. & P., under bridge 1893 146 

Hankee, August, Wall Lake, v. C. & N.-W., petition for open 1886 499-562 

Heavilin.S. R., Gladbrook, v. C. G. W., replacing 1897 128 

Helmer, M. F., Mechanlcsvllle, v. O. & N.-W., repairs on 1894 274 

Hickman, C. J., Metz, v. C.» R. I. & P , petition to restore plank in 1891 760 

Hickman, C. J.. Metz, V. C, R. L & P., defective farm 1892 862 

Hoover, C. E., Delphos, r. C, B. & Q., under and cattle guard 1889 1004 

Hopkins, David, Panora, v. D. M., N. «& W., petition for under 1893 235 

Humphrey, Sanford, Jefferson county, v. C, B. I. & P., protest against filling 

crossing under bridge 1893 207 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for open 1889 1063 

Jarvls, Myers, Morning Sun, v. la. Cent , cattle guards and fencing 1895 153 

Kiel, DeKalb, V. H. & S., petition for farm 1892 831 

Korns, Jacob, Hartwick, v. C. & N.-W , under, failure to repair 1891 730 

Lemen, J. H., Colfax, v. C, R. L & P., ordinary, at grade 1896 188 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. C. G. W , petition for open farm 1893 203 

Lister, William, Newton, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for open 1889 1032 

Lynob, P., New Hampton, v. C, St. P. & K. C, under farm 1888, 701 ; 1889 978 

Madson, C. et al., Cresco. v. C, M. & St. P., open 1896 802 

Martin, J. H., Tripoli, v. 0., St. P. & K. C, protest against removing 1890 872 

Meyer, Arend, Holland, v. B., C. R. & N., under grade 1897 70 

Miller, James T., BrlstOw, v. Dub. & Dak., Impassable condition of 1886 501 

Morrison, D., Arthur, v. 0. & N.-W , petition to repair under 1891 791 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C, M. & St. P., overhead farm 1886, 587 ; 1889 075 
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PariTioirs VOB. CoMPLAUfTsOoirOBBiriiio- Continued— tbab. paoi. 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, y. O., M. & St. P., board's decision discassed 1808 28 

Supreme court's opinion In 1888 893 

Nortoa, B. P , Oresco, y. O., M. & St. P.. board's decision discussed 1890 tfl6 

Overholt, B. S., Wyoming, y. O & N.-W.. petition for under 18»3 213 

Pease, John, Farragut, y. O., B. & Q., petition for reopening farm 1893 822 

Peek. J. W.. Truro, V. D. M. & K. 0., open 1895 193 

Poorbaugh. H , Oolfax, Y. 0., B. I. & P., at grade 1806 119 

Plato, O., for A. Bartlett, OorrectionYiUe, y. 111. Oent., open crossing 1896 139 

Pryor, A. M., Leon, y. D. M. ScK. , petition for farm 1891 812 

Ryan, R. B. J., Leighton, Y. 0., R. r. & P., OYer 1894 240 

Scanlon, Thos., Orafton, y. O., M. & St. P., petition for farm 1898 815 

Schade, Oonrad, Olenwood, y. 0., B. &, Q., p jtition to lea Ye, under bridge 1892 856 

Shrimper, Mrs. F., Linn Junction, y. O , M. & St. P., under grade 1897 129 

Smith, J. H., Ira, y. 0. G. W., petition to open farm crossing as per contract 1803 231 

Smith, E. C, Grown, Y. 0., B. &Q., petition for under farm 1892 823 

Stephens, A. O., Olldden, y. O. A N.- W , petition for open farm 1888 728 

Swalo, J. W., Guthrie county, y. 0., M. & St. P . , petii ion for under 1893 2U 

Swisher, J. D. W., Slgourney. Y. 0, B. L & P, OYer 1895, 115 ; 1807 17 

TunnicUffe, G. and O., Bingham, y. O. A 9t. L., petition for open 1898 214 

Wakeman, M. A , Otho, Y. M. & St. L., taking up plank 1896 109 

Walleck, S. M , Shambaugh, Y. 0., B & Q , petition for open 1892 766 

Warfel, B. F.. Washington, Y. 0.. R. L & P., under, for stock 1895 237 

Welday, James, Fairfield, Y. 0., Ft. M. & D. M, open 1896 141 

Warnock, Alexander, Slgourney, y. B., 0. R & N., petition for under 1898 807 

Warnock, Alexander, case, petition for under 1893 18 

Warnock, Alexander, Slgourney, y. B , O. R. & N (test case) in court 1898 171 

Warnock, Alexander, Slgourney, attorney-general's report concerning 1893 xxxyIU 

Warnock, Alexander, Slgourney, supreme court's opinion or discussion of 1896 5 

Whit4), Dr. S. S., Oreston, y O., B. & Q , protest ag « Inst filling under bridge 1898 218 

Zurcher, Farmersburg, y. O., M A St. P., petition for under 1891 770 

Obossingb— Highway. 

At grade, their construction OYer station grounds discussed 1898 16-166 

Expense of re-locatlon must be borne by railroad company, opinion by attorney- 
general 1889 1066 

Dlscussionof 1896 10 

Legislation recommended 1886, 60; 1889, 39; 1891 44 

Jurisdiction of commission in ordering 1894 172 

Should railway companies grade full width on right of way 1895 196 

Numberlnlowa 1893 1 

PSTITIOVB FOR, OOMPLAINTS OONOSBNING— 

Adams, R. M., road superYlsor, Clarke county, Y. O., B. &Q 1891 729 

Anderson, William M., St. Charles, y.'D. M. & K. C, alley 1897 23 

Arcadia, town of, Y. O. & N.-W., opening street 1897 38 

Bargfrlede, Wm. et al., Arcadia, y. C. & N.-W., street crossing 1899 847 

Blnford, J. D., Allen's GroYe, y. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 1886 565 

Boatwtight, G. J., Hastle, y. Wabash, petition for reopening of 1892 837 

Brooks, M.etal., Y. 0. & N.-W., dangerous 1894 344 

Bryan, J. C , Bouton, y. C, M.& St. P , petition for 1890 950 

Burch. A. M , road superYlsor, Dixon, y. B , C. R. & N., defectlYe. 1889 1031 

Carpenter, for board of superYlsors, Iowa Falls, y. III. Cent., petition for 1896 68 

Center township. Mills county, y. O., B. & Q., dangerous condition of 1885 578 

Clark, J. S. DaYls City, y. O, B. & Q , opening street across right of way. 1892 832 

- Coffin, L. 8., Y. 111. Cent, and M. & St. L dangerous at Fort Dodge 1883 713 

Comstock, J. L. et al.. Hardy, y. B., C. R. & N.. petition for street crossing 1896 132 

Cordell, J. L., road superYlsor, Boone, y. D. M. N. & W., i)etltlon for 1893 2S7 

Oorsant, Benjamin et al., Bagley, y. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1893 206 

Corwlth, citizens of, V. M. & St. L , petition for 1886 692 

Crawford, M. A., Giard, y. C , M. & St. L., failure to plank 1897 148 

DaYls, George W., mayor of Hastings, y. C, B. A Q., for flagman at ^ 1892 831 

DaYls, L. B., Brldgewater, Y. C, B. & Q., petition for 1894 311 

Dicker, F. E , Correction Yllle, y. C. & N. • W., relocation of highway 1891 799 

Dodd, Andrew, Traer, y. B., C. R.&N 1888 526 
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Obosbinos— Highway— Continued tsab. paos. 

Elkport, townof, Y. O., M. & St. P., failure to plank 1897 143 

Felton, J. B., supervisor, New Virginia, v. D. M. & K. O., defective 1892 789 

Ferguson, W. P., county attorney, Page county, Shenandoah, for board of super- 
visors, V. , B. & Q , petition for highway crossings 1893, 362 ; 3894 172 

Port Dodge, city of, v. O., R. 1. & P. and M. & St. L., overhead, street 1893 802 

l^rancis, P. H., Oedar Rapids, inquiry as to duty of railway company as to grade. 1895 196 

Frantz, S. G , Blairstown, V. O. A N.-W., petition for 1894 315 

French, D. A., road supervisor, Rowan, v. B , O. R. & N., petition for 1892 864 

Funk, J. H., Iowa Falls, v. III. Gent., dangerous and dark street crossing 1896 59 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Citizens of Murray, dangerous obstruction 1887 687 

Graflf, N. H., V. O. & N.-W., dangerous street crossing 1896 128 

Haviland, D. A.., Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L. and 111. Oent , dangerous 1886 609 

Hersom, H, Diagonal, V. H. &S., highway 1894 251 

HutchiDSon, attorney for Sioux county supervisors, v. 0. & N.-W., under grade.. 1896 71 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county, near Maurice 1897 59 

Independence township, Jasper county, trustees of, v. W. I. & N., unsafe 1885 543 

Johnson, H., Casey. V. a, R. I. & P., petition for 1895 165 

Jost, F. J., mayor of Remsen, v. 111. Oent., defective, street 1892 839 

Keep, Fred A., Rock Rapids, v. 0., M. & St. P., dangerous highway 1884 596 

Eincaid, A. W., Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L., K. & N. W., overhead, defective. . . 1889 1086 

Lamoille, trustees of, v. O. & N.-W., unfit condition of 1896 170 

Latham, Fred, Fort Dodge, v. 111. Oent. et al , obstructing view of 1890 847 

Laubach, H., Goldfleld, V. 0. & N.-W., highway 1894 264 

Louisa county supervisors, v. Iowa Oent. et al., under grade 1896 34 

Lestina, road supervisors, Froelich, v. 0., M. & St. P., overflow of 1897 119 

Long Greek township. Van Wert, v. H. & S., overhead, too low. . . 1897 124 

Luther 0. D., road supervisor, Marcus, v. 111. Gent., grading road crossing 1893 245 

Marshall county, supervisors of, v. 0. & N.-W., petition for new highway cross- 
ing on relocation of highway 1889 1064 

Meyers, N. W , Lamoille, v. G. & N.-W., condition of approaches 1896 169 

McGregor, city of, v. O.. M. & St. P., over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

McKimpson, L., Thayer, V. G., B. & Q., petition for 1897 112 

Merritt, George H., Glldden, v. G. & N.-W., refusal to put in 1885 689 

MitchellviUe v. O., R. I. & P., street across station grounds 1894 368 

Molsberry, M. M., Olarksviile, v. B., 0. B. & N., highway crossing 1896 129 

Moon, G. H., Ackworth, v. G., B. & Q., dangerous approach to 1889 1047 

Moralee, 0„ Allison, v. 0.. St. P. Sc E. O., petitions for two highways i 1891 817 

Mouw, B. et al., Sioux Oenter, v. S. G. & N., dangerous 1896 110 

Murray, citizens of , v. G , B. & Q., obstruction of view at highway 1886 665 

Nagle, Conrad, supervisor, Odebolt, v. 0. & N.-W. , defective highway 1892 827 

Neola, Y. C., R. I. A P. and C, M. & St. P., overhead street crossings 1892 806 

Nicholas, James, road supervisor Hamilton township, Iowa county, v. G. M. & 

St. P., dangerous crossing near highway, Williamsburg 1891 795 

Page county, supervisors of , v. G., B. &Q., jurisdictionof commissioners in estab- 
lishing highway crossings 1894 ITS 

Pofflnberger, A., Marshall county, v. G. G. W, R'y , highway 1893 302 

Polk county, citizens of v. 0., St. P. & E. G., protest against dangerous 1887 718 

Portland township, Algona, v. G. & N.-W., petition for 1894 261 

Pottawattamie county, citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., better approaches to 1892 786 

Pottawattamie county, v. O. & St. L., petition to repair 1893 205 

Pundt, F., Iowa county, v. G., M. & St. P., petition for 1893, 260 ; 1894 314 

Raymond, J. O., Algona, v. B., G. R. & N., opening of 1897 51 

Redmond, J. M , Cedar Rapids, v. 0. & N.-W., electric signal for 1893 137-138 

Rogers, F. B., et al., Britt, v. 0, M. & St. P., petition for 1886 629 

Rogers, H. A., Boone, V. 0., & N.-W. petition for 1887 777 

Ruehle, Gharles, Ruthven, v. 0., R. I. & P , repairs on, drainage, etc 1894 302 

Russell, John W., et al., Eilduff, v. Central Iowa, petition for 1884 627 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. G., M. & St. P., over station grounds 1886 561 

Schooler. Peter, Summerset, v. C, R. I. & P., petition for highway crossing 1886 690 

Simpson, J. H., Bock Valley, V. G., M. & St. P., petition for 1896 226 

Steamboat Rock, citizens of, v. la. C, street crossing at grade 1896 32 

Thomas, A. D., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., across station grounds 1893 166 
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OBOBSiiros— Highway— OontiniMd— tsab. pags* 

Taroer, John, supervisor, Lenox, y. O., B. A Q., petition for 1892 835 

Union township. Boone county, trustees of, v. M. & St. L., def ectl Ye 1886 584 

Vincent, Leon, et al.. Fort Dodge, y. D. & 8. O. (111. Oent.), overhead 1893 148 

Wells, L., township clerk. Mallard, v. 0., R. I. Sc P., petition for 1892 801 

Woodford, S. , road super visor, Clay, v. 1 a. Gent., petition for 1896 148 

Tates, William, Olid den, v. O. & N -W., petition for and cattle guard 1884 563 

Zenor, W. H road supervisor, Ontario, v. G & N.-W. , petition for 1894 320 

Crossings at Station Gboundb— see ObstrueUon; also, Crossings, Highway, 

Gbossinqs Blockaded bt Tbains— see Obstruding Streets. 

Obossino, Stbbbt, Block adbd with Tbains— see Obstruction, 

GBOS8INQ Stops. 

Adel, citizens of, v. D. M. ft. Ft. D., failure to let passengers off 1882 558 

Altoona, citizens of, v G., B I. & P., failure to stop at intersection 1894 181 

Bennett, L. D., Mason Glty, v. B , 0. E. & N., failure to stop 1892 865 

Boyd, J. L, Herndon, v. 0., M. & St. P., failure to stop 1884 596 

Garr, O. W.,etal., Dow Glty, V.G.& N.-W., failure to stop at Arion 1891 303 

Doughty, B. F., and 0. W. Garr, Dow Glty, v. G. & N.-W., failure to stop 1894 330 

DuQsmore, N., Rockwell, v. Gentral Iowa, failure to stop 1882 529 

Foster, W. J.. Glarksvllle, v. B . G. R. & N. R'y, failure to stop 1884 546 

Requirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 95 

Obossino— Railroad. 

Adequate, should be defined by legislative enactment 1892 29 

At grade, dangerous 1892 28 

At grade, disrmssed 1888 23 

At grade, laws of various states concerning 1887 711 

Gonnection at grade 1884 79 

Intersecting 1884 76 

Grossing over railroad, what constitutes *' an adequate crossing " 1893 23 

Requirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Oomplaints Goncbrnino. 
, Ft. M. & D. M R. R. Co. V O , B. & Q. and St. L., E. & N.-W., petition for grade 1890 926 

G. & N.-W. Ry . Co. v. S. G. & N., protest against grade, at Maurice 1889 1014 

G , R. L & P. Ry. Go. V. G., St. P. & K. a, at grade. 1887 735 

a, R. I. &P. Ry. Go. V. Ft. M. & D. M , at grade, at Libertyville 1892 743 

G.,R. LAP., V. D., L&D. R. R. Go in Muscatine county 1888 829 

Humeston & Shen. R. R. Go. V. G., St. P. & K. G., at grade 1887 709 

III. Gent, and Oed. Falls & Minn. v. Waverly Short Line, et al., at grade. 1886 576 

Lake Manawa Ry. Go. v. G., R. I. & P., et al., at grade in city 1887 739 

Law requiring, discussed 1884 85 

Mason Glty & Fort Dodge R R. Go. v. Grooked Greek Ry. Go., at grade 1887 732 

Sutherland and Paulllna, citizens of, v. G. A N.-W., et al., at grade 1887 754 

Webster City & G. G. R. R. Go. v. M. G. & Ft. D., arbitration 1886 598, 601 

GULL«M In VBSTio ATiON GOMHiTTBB from United States senate 1885 32 

DAMAGES TO Pbopbbtt when shipped at owner's risk, company not liable 

when less rate is given in consideration of such release 1890 878 

—see, also, Oumer*s Risk. 

DAMAQBd RbSULTING FROM FAILUBB TO RBCBIVB GABS FOB Shipmbnts— See Fail- . 
ure to furnish cars. 

Damagbs from Firb Sbt bt Enginb— see, also. Fire set hy engine. 

Damaobs. 

AUee, S. R., Lynnville, v. Iowa Gent., delay in handling poultry 1891 769 

Ashburn, J. M., Lamoni, v. G., B. & Q., delay in furnishing car for stock 1889 969 

Axman, John, Dedham, v. G., M. & St. P., neglect of stock in transit 1889 1049 

Ayers & Go , Des Moines, v. G., R. I. & P., goods broken interstate 1882 415 

Babcock, G E., Ft. Dodge, v. D. M. & F. D., for right of way 1886, 543; 1886 532 

Bangs, A. A., Dows, v. G., St. P., M. & O. and G. & N.-W., delay in transit 1891 776 

Bazeley, B , Paulllna, v. G. & N.-W.. claim for additional right of way. 1887 702 

Beach, A. B., PattersonvlUe, v. G., M. A St. P., delay of agricultural Implements 1884 508 

Beck, M., Marcus, v. 111. Gent , butter, lack of refrigerator car 1893 220 

Beeson, R B., PattersonvlUe, v. B., G. R. & N. et al., delay of live stock 1883 728 

Benedict, George, Maxwell, v. G., M. & St. P., to goods in transit 1882 553 
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Damages— Continued. tbab. paos. 

Block, M., Des Moines, v. 0. & N.-W., delay In forwarding sample trunk 1892 853 

Bond, N. J., Oonncil Bluffs, v. W abash, failure to furnish cars 1882 451 

Bousquet, H. P., Pella, T. 0., B. I. & P., to goods In transit 1882 585 

Brodsky, L., Plover, y. 0, B. I. & P , to hay in transit on account of delay , 1889 1080 

Brown, G. H., Pilot Mound, v, M. 6l St. L., failure to fence 1884 490 

Brown, H. 0.. Dumont, t. 0. G. W , live stock killed in transit, claim for 1893 207 

Brown, W. R., Wallingford, v. 0., M & 8 c. P. Ry., delay of live stock ... 1883 087 

Bulla & Hammer, Macedonia, v. O., M. & St . P., delay in delivery 1883 620 

fiutz Bros. & Co., Des Moines, v. 0., B. & Q., delay of fruit in transit 1886 491 

Campbell. Daniel, Blencoe, v. S. O. & P and U. & N.-W., owner's risk 1882 465 

Oassady & Whitney, Whiting, v. 0. & N.-W., death of hogs in transit 1887 765 

Childs, H. A.., Lenox, v. O., B. & Q , to goods in transit 1887 762 

Ghapin, W. E., Des Moines, v. O., R. I. & P., carried past station 1887 759 

Ohantland, Thomas, Badger, v. , R. 1 . & P , delay of live stock 1885 531 

Olark, Rev. S. F. , Nas&au, v. B., 0. K. & N , ejectment from train 1887 696 

Ourrier, J. P., Melrose, v. O., B. &. Q., delay of grain in transit 1883 587 

Cutler & Llndon, Rockford, V. B., O. R. & N , delay in transit. 1883 665 

Doyle, Charles T. , Panora, v. O. & N.-W., delay of household goods 1883 638 

Duff us & Corrough, Malcom, v. C. , R. 1. & P. , goods broken in transit 1891 739 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., delay in handling live stock 1883 719 

Eaton, M. W., Wankon, v. C, M. & St. P , delay of live stock in transit 1886 555 

Eaton, M. W., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., lo live stock in transit 1887 741 

Flanders, M. D , Hamilton, v. C, B. & Q., breakage of machinery in transit 1889 1044 

Glover, H. B. & Co., Dubuque, v. B , C R. & N., delay in shipping goods 1883 692 

Goodwin, Mrs. P., Traer, v. C, R. I. & P., delay and detention of baggage 1883 645 

Hall, James, Milo, v. C , B. & Q., burning of hedge by section men 18S3 658 

Hanger, J. et al.. Sac City, V. O. & N.-W., changing grade of side track 1890 983 

Hanna, J Q , Goldfield, v. 0. & N.-W., violation of right of way contract 1883 429 

Harris, H. W., Perry, v. D. M. & Ft D., stock killed on highway crossing 1883 694 

Ha(»kins, A. N. EstherviUe, v. B., C. R. & N., fire from locomotive .* 1883 641 

Heizer, M. & Son, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to goods in transit 1892 838 

Hexter, David, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., perishable freight 1892 867 

Hoeck, O. H , Marshalltown, v. Wabash Ry. Co , private claim 1889 1082 

Hoefer, L., Kearney, Neb., v. C , R. I. & P. and U. P 18i3 731 

Hoffman, M. P., Redding, v. C, B. & Q., live stock died in transit 1884 604 

Hornaday, C. A ., Unionvllle, v. C, R 1. & P., failure to deliver freight 1882 481 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, v. H. & S. R R. Co., lack of refrigerator car 1884 567 

Hull, J. B., Ft. bodge,v.O.& N.-W., negligence and damage 1881 137 

Humphrey, J. M., Lovllla, v. W., St. L & P., to live stock at highway 1887 697 

Hutton & Durette, Randolph, v. C, B. & Q , to stock in transit 1882 421 

Jesmer & Day, Clark, v. C. M. & St P , delay in forwarding merchandise 1884 584 

Johnson, 8. E., Richland, v. Central Iowa and C, R . I. & P., to eggs 1884 543 

Johnston, W. F., Toledo, v. B., C. R. & N., delay and decline in price. 1885 654 

Leech, J. F., Mt. Pleasant, concerning contract of release from liability from 

damage by fire.... 1897 155 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, v. 111. Cent., to coal thrown from oar 1896 144 

Majors, 0. V., with Omaha Rubber Co., v. C, B. & Q., delay of baggage 1891 787 

Maple, E. B , Clarinda, V. C, B. & Q., from fire by lightning 1886 560 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C , B. & Q., to butter, delay in transit. . 1882 497 

Matthews, Wm. R., Sully, v. Central Iowa, right of way damages 1887 763 

McCoskey , J. K., Onawa, v. S. C. & P., to stove pipe from water 1884 509 

McOracken, C. S., Rock Valley, v. Adams Ex. Co., to books in transit 1892 863 

McNaughton, M. N., Villisca, v. C, B. & Q., stock drowned by back water 1887 766 

Meade, S. K., Rockweil City, v. C. & N.-W , erroneous delivery of goods 1892 868 

Melrose, N. M., Goldfield, v. C. & N.-W., fail ure to deUver at station 1881 560 

Moiling, Frank, Milwaukee, v. B , C. R. & N , to goods in transit. 1896 84 

Mlley,£li, Benton, v. C. G. W., injury to stock in transit 1893 833 

Nlckson, John, Wacousta, v. C. & N.-W., to stock in transit . 1S83 574 

Raff, Peter, Maxwell, V. C, M. & St. P., to goods in transit 1883 580 

Reld, Charles, Wessington, Dak., v. B , C. R & N ., for personal injury 1883 679 

Rlche, W. 8., Muscatine, v. B., R. & N., deUy of melons in transit 1882 418 

Richie, W. 8., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. & N., erroneous delivery of oats 1884 50 7 

24 
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Damages— Continued— t>ab. 

Boblnson, Wm., Fort Dodge, y. 111. Oent., damages to potatoes in transit 1889 

Boyce, L., Malcom, y. O., B. I. & P., damages to machinery in transit 1888 

Bnoyon, L, G., Webster Oity, y. B., 0. B. & N., expiration of excursion ticket..... 188S 

Shanks &X3oats, West Mitchell, y. O., B. & Q. et al., to perishable goods 1883 

Shanks A Ooates, West Mitchell, y. Central Iowa, to goods in" transit, refusal of 

carriers to comply with board's decision 1884 

Shepard Bros., Prultland, y. C, B. I. & P., delay in forwarding melons 1889 

Sibley & Ou., State Center, y. 0. & N.-W., to eggs frozen In transit 1889 

Smith, C. W., Belmond, y. M. 0. & F. D., snow drifting in car of oats 1888 

Snow, E., Grlnnell, Y. C, EL I. & P., to goods in transit 1884 

StSYens. Charles, Donnellson, y. C, B. X. & P. and C, B. A Q., potatoes frosen.... 189S 

Sylvester & To^liff , DsyIs City, y. C, B. A Q , goods lost and broken 189S 

Tucker & dims, Bussey, Y. C, B. & Q , to goods in transit 1896 

Vorse, Frank W., Des Moines, y. Wabash, St. L. Sl P., goods lost 1883 

Walton, Ch&.rles, Paton, y. C , B. I. & P., to merchandise in transit 1888 

Walton, Charles, Paton, y. C, B. I. Sl P., for injury to goods in transit. 1890 

Wasson, J. A . Boscoe, Kan., y. C, M. A St. P., on account delay in transit 1883 

Way & Plckard, Cedar Falls, y. B., C. B. & N., from failure to furnish cars 1888 

Wilbur & Ceok, Mt. Ayr, y. H. & S., erroneous billing, shipment mlssent 1880 

Williams. V. J. Sc Co., Dubuque, y C. &. N.- W., to goods In transit 1888 

Wilson, J. F., JoUey, Y. D. M., N. & W.. Are set by section men 1897 

Windell, W S., Castalla, y. C, M. & St. P., carried past station 1898 

Wlthington, H. H., Toledo, v. B, C. B. & N. and C. & N.-W., to lire stock 1882 

Woodman, A. J., Bussell, y. O., B. & Q., to sheet iron by water 1884 

Woren, H. A., Belknap, y. C, B. I. & P , In handling butter 1884 

Danobbous Cbosbinos, Elbotbio Signals at— see Electric SioruUa. 

Dangkbous LooATioir OF Dbpotb— see Obstruction to View of Highway Oroasing. 

DAYnNPOBT, Shippbbs OF; Complaint of on Baths— see Bates. 

Decbeasb of Bates- see Rates. 

Dhfinition of Switch— see Switch. 

Dblat in Tbansit— see, also, Damaoes. 

Delay— 

Blanch, John S., Nugent, y. 111. Cent., in delivering goods 1886 

Brodsky, L., Plover, v. C, B. I. A P., damage to hay on account of delay 1889 

Butz Bros. & Co., Des Moines, v. C. B. & Q., delay in fruit shipments 1886 

Cameron, W. W., Mason City, v. Central Iowa et al., damage to live stock 

Campbell A Mehlman, Massena, v. C , B. & Q., in-handling loaded cars 

Casey & Dolan, Grlswold, v. C, B. A Q., in shipment of live stock.. .*. 

Coad, N. G. C, Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., in oil shipments 

Evans, A. & Co., Onawa, v. E. C, St. J. &C.B , household goods 

Gillette, A. H., Fort Madison, v. C. &. N.-W. et al., of household goods 

Great Western Fuel Co., Gllmore, v. C. A N.-W., on shipment of coal 

Hancock, John T. & Sons, Dubuque, v. B., C. B. A N., of merchandise in transit. 

Hancock, John T., Dubuque, v. B., C. B. Sc N., delay in transit 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. C, M.&St. P.,of tent in transit. 1896 

Kelley, J. W. & don, Osceola, v. C , B. A;Q , in handling coal 

Eiron & McEay, Waucoma, v. C, St. P. &, E. C. and C, M. & St. P., flour 

MoConnell, S. B. & I. C, Burlington, v. C, R. I. &, P., delay transporting and 

delivering goods 

McDonald, T. B , LovlUa, v. Wabash Western, in delivery of goods 

Moody, H. H., Greeley, v. C, M. & St. P., on account of strike 

O'Neal, Felix & Co., Aurella, v. 111. Cent., intraubit 

Toft, E., Estherville, v. C. & N.-W., damage to live stock on account of 

Tube Bose Ore<imery, Corning, v. C, B. & Q., of butter In transit 

Sanford, W. H., Amber, v. C, M. & St. P., In handling merchandise 

Shepard Bros., Fruitland, v. C, B. I. & P., in transporting melons 

Spies & Son, Graettlnger, v. B., C. B. & N., declining stock market 

Wltmer, P. B., & Son, Mingo, v. C, St. P. & E. C, in handling goods 

Delivery, What Constitutes 
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Dbmurrags. tbab. paos. 

Butler, William, Olarinda, t. Wabash, loading cars from wagons 1883 711 

Bebbington, George, Council Bluffs, v. , time allowed for loading 1892 8i3 

Oampbell & Mehimam, Massena, v. O, B. & Q , delay in forwarding freight 1889 1017 

Cars loaded from wagon, same rates as when loaded for elevators 1884 506 

Dihcussionof 1888 676 

Hoffman, A. 6., Plato, v. B., O. B. & N., reciprocity in demurrage charges 1893 S38 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, t. Illinois Central, time for unloading cars. 1896 144 

Lefferts, C. S., Council Bluffs, inquiry concerning 1895 228 

MoDtzheimer, O. H., Primghar, v. Illinois Central, Inquiries concerning 1893 S34 

Bed Oak, trustees of, v. C, B. & Q., time for loading and unloading cars 1882 564 

Rothchild, O., & Co., Davenport, v. C. & N.-W., on cars detained 1887 788 

Tasker, E. S., Onslow, v. C. & N.-W. , on erroneous weight 1895 182 

DiPOT Grounds, Additional Lands fob— Power of company to condemn 1884 86 

Dbpot Gbounds, Condemnino Lands roB— see CondemnaUon Proceedings, 

Dbpots, etc., Danobboub Location or-^ee Stotiorw, also Obstruction to View of 
Highway Crossing. 

Dbpots, Union— see Union Depots, 

Dbtbntion— see Damages. 

Dbt, Pbtbb a., commissioner, paper on reasonable rates 1893 40a 

Dissenting opinion of, in Iowa rate case 1891 229 

Paperon pooling 1894 363 

DiBBOr Rout K, most, shipper entitled to rates based on , 1892 841 

Discrimination. 
In rates— see Rates, 

In furnishing cars— see Failure to Pumish Cars. 
In granting sites— see Sites. 
In granting monopoly of shipping facilities against public policy— see Monopoly. 

In inspection of butter and egg shipments 1893 284 

Against towns in rates 1885 44 

Laws against, obeyed in letter, violated in spirit 1878 16 

In use of private cars 1891 30 

Just and unjust— see, also. Just Discrimination 1880, 179; 1884 76 

Law prohibiilng 1888 31 

In passenger rates 1891 759 

Discussion of, by L. S. Coffin 1883 86 

Complaints Congbbnino. 

Adsit, Silas, Colfax, v. C, B. I. & P., in refusing to stamp excursion tickets 1885 571 

Ames, M. Y., Marcus, v. Illinois Central, in size of cars furnished 1886 516 

Anderson, T., Rockford, 111., v. C, M. & St. P., jewelry sample trunks 1885 541 

Arnold, J. M., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., inrateson posts.... 1888 731 

Atkins & Sons, Osceola, v. C, B. &Q., in furnishing cars 1881 127 

Baker Bros., Ottumwa, v. C, B. I. & P., special rates on butter and eggs 1880 74 

Baker Wire Co., Des Moines, v. Various Railways, in carload rates 1887 714 

Ball & Minert, Bristow, v. Dubuque & Dakota, in live stock rates 1886 511 

Barrett, J. E., & Son, Mt. Vernon, v. C. A N.-W., in rates on flour 1886 482 

Beeman, C. D., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., interstate in rates 1897 96 

Bellamy & Sons, Knoxville, v. Various Railway Lines, in rates 1882 493 

Bingham alliance v. Wabash, against shippers who load from wagons 1884 525 

Blow, M., Estherville, v. B., 0. R. & N , refusal to lease site for coal shed 1886 497 

Board of Trade and Henry Coker, Couucil Bluffs, v. C, R. I. A P., coal 1888 884 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C, R. I. & P., in honoring round trip tickets 1890 039 

BrechtbiU & Byers, Berlin, v. C, St. P. & E. C, cars for certain markets 1890 932 

Burlington, shippers of, v. B., C. B.&N., in locallowa rates 1890 860 

Bussard, J., & Co., Imogene, v. Wabash, St. L. &. P., in coal rates 1884 497 

Butler, William, Clarlnda, v. Wabash, on grain when loaded from wagons 1883 711 

By ram, M. W., Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., in sale of round trip tickets 1891 727 

Oampbell, F. R., Bismark, v. C, M. A St. P., in sale of excursion tickets 1892 849 

Olark & Shuts, Geneva, Iowa Cent., in coal rates, schedule fixed 1880 28 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. & N.-W., in coal rates. 1884 569 

Goal Exchange, Boone, v. C. Sl N.-W., in rates on coal and overcharge 1884 589 

Oouncil Bluffs Board of Trade v. E. C, St. J. & C. B. and Pullman Palace Car 

Go., in sleeping car accommodations 1888 701 
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DiBOBiMiirATioii— Continued— tsab. paos. 

Oonncll Bluffs, citizens of, y. Union Pacific, against Oonncil Bluffs 1886 KM 

Ck>uncll Bluffs Board of Trade y. Yarious lines, in inspection berYice 1889 977 

Or jrstai Mill Ck)., Council Bluffs, y. pool lines, in classify ing flour 1888 703 

Crystal Mill Go., Oouncil Bluffs, in flour rates 1888 715 

Crystal Mill Sc Grain Co., uouncil Bluffs, y. C, B. I. Sc P. et al., in coal rates 1806 165 

DaYenport, shippers of, y. B., C. B. & N. and C, B. I. & P., against local aud in 
f aYor of interstate shipments, in withdrawing and refusing joint tariffs on locul 
business while permitting same on interstate business; in delaying local bhip- 
ments by compelling rebiiling at West Liberty, and forwarding interstate 

shipments in special car attached to passenger train 1889 1023-1087 

Diamond Jo line of steamers, y. C, B. & Q., in prepayment of charges 1889 1074, 1077 

Donahue, Kobert, Burlington, y. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of freight. I88i 660 

Dunwoodle, Jos., Cylinder, y. C, M. A dt. P., in refusing to stop trains 1891 739 

Dusey, H. et al., Creston, y. o., B. & Q. B. K Co., refusal to carry mechanic's tool 

boxasbaggage 1886 613 

Barle, W. u., Waukon, y. C, M. & St. P. and B , C. B. & N., stock rates 1886 506 

Fonda Implement Co. y. D. M. N. & W., in short haul rates 1896 187 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, y. 111. Cent., in rates on apples 1886 484 

Frazer & Baliou, Primghar, y. D. Sc S. C. (111. Cent.) in furnishing cars 180 J 910 

Fritz & Douglas, WaYerly, y. 111. Cent, et ai., in not applying commissioners* 

schedule of rates 1889 1068 

Gaily, W. H., Zearing, y. Cent. Iowa, cars loaded from wagons 1885 673 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard,Y.C. &N.-W., in shipment of hay 1895 168 

Green, J. A. et al., Stone City, y. C, M. Sl St. P., in requiring shippers to protect 

cars for stone shipments at priYate expense 180S 860 

Hackmen of Sioux City y. all railways, iu omnibus pri Yileges 1890 881 

Hale, George H., Washington, Y. C, B I. & P., in grain rates 1887 796 

Haileck, W. B., Winthrop, y. 111. Cent., in rates on liYe stock 1889 106O 

Banner, J. B. A., Delmar, Y. C, M. & St. P., in pabsenger f ares 1896 112 

Harmon, A. B., HaYelock, Y. C.&N.-W.,in rates 1888 746 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, y. C, K. I. & P., in distribution of cars 1882 480 

Hill, John N., Fort Dodge, y. M. & St. L., in freight rates 188S 557 

. Hise Bros., Washington, Y.C., K. I. &!:'., refrigerator cars 1886 568 

Hodges, M . W., storm Lake, y. 111. Cent., in side-track prlYileges and site 189U 887 

Hummer Co., George, Iowa City, y. B., C. K. & N., in classification 1880 153 

Huntington, William, Calmus, v. C. & N.-W., in coal rates 1883 605 

Independence Mill Co. y. 111. Cent, and C, M. & St. P., on wheat and flour 1882 413, 444 

Iowa Flour & Oil Co., Des Moiues, y. C, B. I. & P., in flour rates 1888 604 

Iowa State Jobbers & Mf rs. Assn., y. Iowa trunk lines, in rates 1885 635 

Irwin, Phillips & Co., Keokuk, v. D. M. & Ft. D., in merchandise rates J8dO 71 

Jameson, G. O , Clarion, y. M. C. & Ft. D., in rates on grain, coal, etc 1888 713 

Jansen, Anten, SaYerhiU, y. C, M. & St. P., in furnishing shipping facilities 1888 888 

Jerome, F.H., ViUisca, y. C, B. & Q., in com rates 1882 445 

Johnson, J., Huxley Y. C.,M. &St. P., in corn rates 1887 681 

Eanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, y. Wabash, in corn rates....} 1883 704 

Eeeler, A., Imogene, y. C. B. &St. L., in rates on posts 1886 682 

Keokuk & D. M. By. oo. y. D. M. & Ft. D. B. B. Co., in forwarding cars 1878 5 

Knowles, W. F., James, y. C. Sc. P., M. & O., in sale of tickets 1893 138 

Larrabee, GoY. William, y. C, B. & Q., in coal rates 1887 624,670 

Leese & Long, CrawfordSYille, y. B. & N. W., rates on lumber 1881 123 

Lighthall, B., Alden, Y. III. Cent., in rates 1882 664 

Long, G. I., Manson, Y. C, R. I. & P., in grain rates to Chicago 18S9 1003 

Maiden, T. E. et al., Manson, y. 111. Cent. B. B. Co., in lumber rates 1883 611 

McCallsburg, citizens of, y. Cent. Iowa, in eleYator prlYileges 1885 574 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, y. C, M. &St. P., in furnishing cars 1891 886 

Merrill & Co., Ottumwa, Y. Cent. Iowa, in rates. 1881 184 

Merrill, J. H., & Co , Uttumwa, Y. K. & W., in freight charges 1888 730 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, Y. C. & N.-W., in carload rates 1883 673 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Anderson 1883 688 

Mooney A Jones, St. Anthony, y. Cent. Iowa, in coal rates 1884 510 

Nye, J. P., Essex, Y. C, B. & Q B. B. Co., in corn rates 1883 784 

Nonpareil Printing Co. y. Various Lines, in newspaper priYlleges« 1898 867 
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DiSGRDfiHATiON— OonMnued— tbab. pagv. 

Parker, S. F., Eastville, t. 0. & N.-W., In rates— minimum charge 1882 457 

Pritchard & Bkewis, Inwood, V. 0., M. & St. P , in lumber rates 1888 704 

Band Lumber Ck)., Burlington, T. , B. & Q , in rates 1882 560 

Bed Oak, township trustees of, et a1., t. 0., B. A Q., In rates and rebates 1882 554 

Bed Oak, township trustees of, et al., v. O., B. & Q., against small shippers 1882 654 

Bijey. W. H., Crawford sville, v. B. & N. W., In rates on lumber 1880 147 

Boberts, O. L., Grinnell,T. 0., B. I. &P.,in8idetrack facilities 1889 1027 

Bosa, Albert, Wankon, y. 0., M. Sc St. P., in corn rates to Chicago 1882 484 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, ▼. 111. Cent., in rates on marble 1883 689 

Bchell, P. J., Breda, T. O. & ]^.-W., in furnishing cars 1891 828 

Shaver & Dows, Cedar Bapids, v. Joint Western Classification, crack««rs 1883 660 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, ▼. C, B. I. & P. and B., C. B. & N., in rates to 

non-competing points v ^^^ ^ 

Smith & Boynton, Spencer, Y. C, M. & St. P., in coal rates 1885 624 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, y. B., C. B. & N., in hard coal rates 1888 076 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, V. C, B. & Q.. in size of cars, etc 1888 647 

Spencer Bros., Bandolph, y. C, B. & Q , in rates and overcharge 1^82 540 

State of Iowa, by Ooy. Larrabee, in coal rates 1887 624, 670 

Steer, William M., West Branch, y. B., C. B. & N., on coal and mileage ticket 1884 557 

Stevenson, C. E., Bockwell City, y. D. M. N. & W., in passenger fares 1895 188 

Sullivan, J. W., et al., Algona, v. C. Sc N.-W., in sale of excursion tickets 1892 847 

Taylor, J. CDes Moines, v.C, B. & Q , in freight rates 1882 581 

Toledo, Peoria & Warsaw By., v. B.. 0. B. & N., in bridge privileges 1878 28 

TomUnson, B. B. & Co., Cedar Bapids, v. III. Cent., 1,000-mile tickets 1882 430 

Vincent, T. F., Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. C, B. I. & P., in switching 

charges, etc 1896 106 

Way A Packard, Cedar Falls, v. B., C. B. & N., in allowing damag<« 1883 659 

Welles, W. W., Webster City, v. W. C. & S. W., in coal rates and site ... 1889 1046 

Westphal, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B , C. B. & N , in classification 1881 126 

White &, Kline, M«^riden, v. 111. Cent., in famishing cars. 1896 148 

Williams, E. D., Given, v. Cent. Iowa, in distribution of cars 1881 126 

Williams, George T., Ida Grove, Y. C. & N.-W., in rates 1884 581 

Wilson, John L., West Liberty, v. C, EL I. & P., rebates 1885 604 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. C, M. A S. P., grain and live stock 1888 706 

York, Joseph, ZenorsvlUe, Y. C. & N.-W., in coal rates 1888 660 

DlHTHiBUTION OF CARS. 

Kquaable rule for in time of scarcity 1888, 719; 1889, 996; 1892 827 

CuiiHulidation Coal Co. v. Cent. Iowa 1878 28 

Howard & Son, Oskaloosa, v. Cent. Iowa, discrimination in 1881 130 

Johnson, T. N., Beasoner, v. C, B. I. & P., discrimination in 1881 131 

Melott, E. H., Ogden, V. C. & N.-W., discrimination in 1881 141 

Stocker, J. W., Logan, v. C. & N.-W , discrimination in 18bl 127 

Diversion of Business— see, also, Freight, 

Clow, W. D., Traer, v. B., C. B. & N., of freight 1885 581 

Noriuan, citizens of, V. M. & St. L , building side track 1887 686 

Bead, W. H.. Vinton, v. B., C. B. & N , of grin ... 1886 491 

Division of Bates to Short Lines— see Ptrcentages and Short Lines, 

Division and Percentages in Pools— see Fooling. 

DoDOE, GEN. G. M., "Bailroad Situation in the West" 1888 39 

Drainage— St e, also. Obstruction and Overflow. 

Duty of railway company in relation thereto 1884 86 

In relation to railroad crossings 1887 735 

DnBnQ(7E& Dakota Bailroad, history of 1879 108 

DUBDQQE, SHLPPEUS OF, COMPLAINT ON BATES— See RoteS, 

Dynamite, Explosion of, at Council Bluffs— see Explosion, 

EABNINGS. 

Average per mile under Granger tariff 1878 62 

Of branch lines 1889 1006 

Of fictitious capital and miles of road built therefrom, table of 189i 36, 37 

Discussed in letter of W. G. Purdy, vice-president u., B. I. & P. By. Co 1889 8 

In excess of 6 per cent on 630,000 per mile, 1874 to 1888 1891 36,37 

Increase over previou» year 1880 160 
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874 APPENDIX. 

Babninos— Continued— 
Increase of under commissioners* rates— see RoUb. tsar, pagii. 

In Iowa, diffloulty of obtaining satisfactory information concerninff 1889 7 

In Iowa, 1887-1891, compared 1891 16 

per mile greater than in Nebraska 1894 196 

compHrative table in Iowa, 1887 to 1894, inclnsiye 1894 814 

decrease of state and interstate in 1894, compared with 1893 1894 US 

decrease not chargeable to effect of lowaschednle 1894 816 

decrease of on account of crop failure and busiupss depression 1896 It 

Losses in. from low rates at competitive points must be made up at non-com- 
peting stations 1882 48 

Under commissioner** rates 1891 13 

Effbot or OOMMissioiTBBS' Ratss ON lowA BoADS— See Rotes, Freight, 
EjBOTioir ntOM Train. 

Olark, Bey. S. F., Nassau, ▼. B., O. B. & N., wrongful 1887 696 

Ovren, Olof, Sioux Bapids, v. O. & N.-W., failure to purchase ticket 1891 780 

Potter. John, Lynnville, V. O., B I. & P., wrongful 1890 898 

BliBOTRIOITT. 

Possibility of electricity superseding steam as motive power 1891 86 

Signal, electric, at dangerous crossing 1898, 806; 1898 138 

Blxyatiom of Bailroaos— see T«/po0rapMeal DfoeuMion. 

El«BTATOR. 

Bight of compan> to order removal of when obstructing view of crossing 1886 566 

Elbyator Sit bb— see SUm, 

EiiBYATOR, Forobd Bbmoyal OF— See sue. 

Emutbnt Oomain, Powbr OF, in Ck)NDBicNiira Dbpot Grounds— see Condemnation 

Proecedinos, 
Employbs. 

Decrease in number of, account of crop failure 1896 It 

Hours of service of, should be limited by statute 1891 18 

Numberof 1879 60,131 

Number and compensation of, decrease in 1894 compared with 1893 1894 816, 816 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 816 

Beductionof number io, discussed 1891 17 

Bmplotbs anjd 8AULRIB8 IN lowA, Comparative table of, 1883-1893 1893, 9; 1894 816 

Inlowa 1892 13,U 

Engihbbrs, Inoompbtbnt. 

Oreston, citizens of, v. O. , B. & Q., employed on account of strike 1887 787 

Enginbbrs* Strike- see Strilus. 

BNOiiiBH commissioner system 1878 57 

Equalized Batbs— see Rates, 
Equipmbnt. 

Carriers must anticipate and provide sufficient for ordinary business, but not 
for unexpected or extraordinary demands 1898 761 

119 hat constitutes adequate 1891 888 

Cost of— see Cost, 

Bbfusal of Oompant to Sbnd Off Its Own Linb— see Refusal to Reeeioe and 
Forward Freight; also, .Failure to Furnish Cars. 
Errors by aobnts in Quoting Batbb; Liabiutt of Oarribrs for— see 

LiabUity. 
Establishmbnt of Stations— see Stations. 
ExOBSS Baggagb Ohargbb— see Baggage Charges. 
ExoBSS Pabbbngbr Farb— see Passenger Fare. 
ExcBBS Oapitauzation— see Capttalizalion and Watered Stock. 
ExOBSSiYB ExPRBSS Chargbs— sce Express Charges, 
ExOBSSiYB Batbs— see Rates. 
ExoBssiYB Hours for Train Mbn. 

ugilvle, 0. Q., Muscatine, V. 0., B. I. * P 1897 79 

ExoiiUSiYB USB OF STATION GROUNDS, must not be granted to one person 1890 893-896 

EXCUR8ION Batbs— see Rates. 
Excursion Xickbtb. 

Adsit, Silas, Oolf ax, v. 0., B. I. & P., refusal to stamp excursion tickets 1886 971 

Von Bolf, Th., West Union, V. B, O. B & N., failure to honor 1896 800 

Bights of holders of, after limitation has expired 1885 666 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



APPENDIX. 875 

EXPSNSSS. TBAB. PAOS. 

Reduction of, recommended 1889 10 

Deoreas<) in, 1894 compared with 1893 1S94 215 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1804 216 

BXPSNSSS OF OOMMISRION. 

Special fund should be set apart for this purpose 1879 

ExpiiOSiON— of dynamite in Council Bluffs 1881 69 

Explosives, Dangbrous. 

Bosquet, H. T., Pella, v. O., R. I. & P., refusal of company to carry 1894 264 

EZPBIESS OOMPANIEB. 

Law concerning express rates 1896,5; 1897 5 

Live stock contracts of 1897 5 

EXPBSSS Ohabges. 

Freeman, P. M., Davis City, v. American Express Oo., overcharge, dogs 1892 854 

Furry, A. R., Alden, ▼. Adams Express Oo., rates based on sh rtest route 1892 841 

Joseph, J. M., Oreston, v. American Express Oo., excessive on pig 1F90 931 

Joseph, J. M., Oreston, v. American Express Oo., request for reopening case 1891 802 

Enowles, W. F., James, Y. American Express Co., excessive 1891 771 

McOracken, Rev. O. S., Rock Valley, v. Adams Express Oo., damage to books.... 1892 853 

Extra Bagoaob Ohabobs— See Baggage. 

Extra charge for special train to carry freight 1887 782 

EzTBA Fabs fob FaUjUBB TO PuBOHASB TiOKBT— See Possenger Fare, 

FAOILITIES FOR DOING BUSINESS AT STATIONS-see, also, StaUons 1895 xxix 

Fagiutibs Inobbasbd— on railroads for handling business. 1891 25 

FAIIiUBB TO FUBNISH OABS. 

Achorn, O. B., Sutherland, v. O. & N -W., for certain market ^893 868 

Achorn, O. E., Sutherland, v. O. & N.-W., failure to forward foreign cars 1896 73 

Advance Alliance No. 416, Eirkman, v. 0. & N.-^., for shipment of coal 1890 943 

Ashburn, J. M., Lamoni, v. O , B. & Q., damage for delay in furnishing 1889 989 

Bacon, W., Greenfield. V. O , B & Q., for hay shipments 1887 807 

Baker, J. O., Emipetsburg, v. 0., M. & St. P. railway, for coal 1881 142 

Band, N. J., Oounoil Bluffs, v. Wabash, for corn 1882 451 

Bennett, J. E. O., Britt, v. M. & St. L., for general shipments 1887 806 

Benson, Geo., et al., Muscatine, v. , R. I. & P., for vegetables 1887 758 

Bergman, H., McGregor, v. 0., M. & St. P., for shipments of ice 1892 833 

Breazeale, J. A., Oenterville, v. Wabash, for shipments of coal 1883 568 

Brodsky, L., Plover, V. 0., R. I. & P., for hay shipments 1887 803 

Brown, G. H., & Oo, Armstrong, V. B., R & N., for hay ^.1895 179 

Brown, M., & Son, Whittemore, v. 0., M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Bruning & Son, Breda, v. O. & N.-W., for shipment of potatoes 1892 848 

Bruning Bros., Breda, V. O. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1892 840 

Butler, Geo. I. & Oo., Knoxville, V. 0., B & Q., for coal 1880 141 

Butler, W. £., et al., Galva, v. O. & N.-W., for shipments of grain 1887 798 

Butts, F.M., Wesley, v.B.,O.R.&N., for coal 1887 806 

Oanavan, John, Paton, v. 0., R. T. & P., for shipping corn 1889 996 

Oarpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. O., M. & St P., for grain shipments. 1891, 812; 1892, 866; 1893 251 

1895 212 

Oathoart Bros , et al., Kingsley, v. 0. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 795 

Oathcart Bros , Klogsley, v. 0. & N.-W., at non-competitive points 1888 720 

Ohapman, H.G., Sioux Oity,v. O., M.& St. P., for baled hay 1892 759 

Ohubb, William, What Oheer, V. B., R. & N., for ooal 1880 126 

for general discussion of— see also Coal Problem 1880 571 

Oorcoran, P.. Po«tville, >. O., M. & St. P. , damages on account of 1888 727 

Oorey, George W., et al., v. Orooked Oreek Railroad company, for coal 1891 833 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, v. M. O. & Ft. D., for shipment of coal 1892 830 

Oorey Ooal Co., Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D. and 111. Cent., for ooal shipments 1893 282 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, V. 111. Cent , for ooal 1896 74 

OorkhlU, T. E., Jr., Minburn, v. O , R. I. & P., damages from delay 1888 721 

Orylie, Robert, Glidden, V. O. & N.-W., for loading stock 1888 688 

Davenport Syrup Refininfl; Co., Adair, v. 0., R. I. & P , for grain 1896 219 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works V B , 0. R. & N., for flax seed 1804 257 

Dukey, W. H., Oenterville, V. O., R. I & P., for coal 1880 5 
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Fah^urs to Fubhish Parb— Continued— tsab paos. 

Donaboe, E. A., Havelock, t. O. Sl N.- W., for bay Bhlpments 1897 793 

Edmonds, E. J , Marcus, y. 111. Cent., for irrain Bbipments 1806, Ul ; 1897 145 

Elgin Canning Co., Elgin, y. B., 0. B & N. et al , for Bbipments to 8t. Paid 1808 790 

Farmers Alliance, Goon Bapids, y. O., M. & St. P , for shipments of coal 1898 845 

Fockler, P. H., Independence, v. III. Oent., for hay shipments 1887 805 

Frazer & Ballon, Primghar, y. D. & 8. 0. (111. Cent.), for shipment of grain 1890 940 

Garlock, W. E. et al , Gllmore Olty, y. C . B. I. A P., for hay shipments 1887 804 

General complaint concerning 1887 791,810 

Globe Ck)al Co., Des Moines, y Iowa Oent , for coal shipments 1806 154 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard, Y. 0. A N.-W., hay 1895 168 

Green, J. A. et al., Stone Olty, y. O., M. & St. P., for stone shipments unless pro- 
tected by shipper at prlYate expense 1898 880 

Green, J. O. S., Aurelta, y. 111. Oent., for grain shipments 1890 951 

Haddock, Wm. J., Iowa Olty, Y. B , O. B & N., for ooal 1883 581 

Hambleton Milling Oo., Keokuk, y. O., B. I. & P., for grain 1805 234 

Hanna, H. W., Aadubon, Y. O., B. I. & P , for coal shipments 1887 800 

Harrison, G^eorge, Emmetsburg, y. 0., M. &8t. P., for coal 1881 143 

Hastings, mayor and council of, Y. O , B. & Q 1880 39 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, y. O., R.l.ScF 1888 489 

Hershey Lumber Oo. et al., Muscatine, Y. O., B. I. & P 1898 768 

Htckey Bros., Aspinwall, y. O., M & St. P., for grain shipments 1898 850 

Holcomb, T. B. et al., Muscatine, y. B., O. B. & N et al., for melons 1898 761 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, Y. H. & S. R B , refrigerator cars 1884 664 

Iowa Fuel Oo., Des Moines, y. 0., St. P. & E. C, for coal shipments 1888 718 

Jordan, W E, Bancroft, y. & N -W , for griln shipments 1887 800 

Keystone Ooal Oo., Blppey, Y. D. M. & Ft. D., for coal 1881 135 

Lewis, Wm., Macedonia, y. O., B. &Q., for damages 1885 584 

Marlon Ooal Oo. Y. O., B. I. & P., for shipment of coal... 1898 857 

Marshall Sl Son, Oharlton, y. O., B. & Q., failure to run refrigerator cars 18S4 507 

Mason, DaYld, Harlan, y. O., M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 1893 851 

McNutt, H S., Algona, y. O., M. A St. P., discrimination in 1891 896 

Moberly, I. N., Humphry, Mo., y. 111. Oent , for cattle 1896 67 

Muscatine Melon Shippers Y 0., B. I. & P., for melons 1895 813 

O'Neal, FelU et al., Aurelia, Y. 111. Oent , for grain, etc 1887 806 

Pierson, shippers of, Y. O. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 795 

Priest &, Stocker, Carroll, y 0. & N - W., for shipment of llYe stock 1886 499, 686-687 

Banks & Sterzbacb, Bedmon, Y. B., 0. B. & N , for hay shipments 1893 284 

Banks & Sterzbach, Bedmon, y. O. & N.- W., cars off Its own line 1898 848 

Belly, Thomas, Blencoe, y. S. 0. & P., for hay to Sioux City 1895 888 

Rlsely, A. et al., Rockwell Olty, v. D. M & N.-W , for hay shipments 1887 804 

Bothschild & Oo , DaYenport, Y. 0. & N -W., for patrons 1887 783 

Bothschlld, D., Muscatine, y. 111. Cent., for shipments of barley 1881 186 

Bussell A Co., Silyer City, y. Wabash, for shipment of corn 1883 533 

Sand Mound Melon Oo., Fruitland, y. C, R. I. A P., for melons 1890 897 

Schell, F. J., Breda, y. 0. & N.-W., discrimination in distribution of 1891 888 

Seuffert, L., Burlington, y. O , St. P. A K C, failure and delay in 1891 768 

Seymour, T. S., Milf ord, y. C, M. A St. P., for hay shipments 1887 793 

Spencer, city and citizens of, y. C, M A St. P., appeal for coal cars 1881 139 

Stoughton, T. S., Plerson, y. O. A N - W , must be distributed equitably 1892 886 

Townsend, Le Mars, y. III. Oent , for lumber 1883 615 

Tuttle Bros., Whittemore, v. C, M. A St. P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Way A Packard, Oedar Falls, y. B., u. U. A N., damage by reason of 1883 559 

Wayne, E. M., Woolstock, v. O. A N -W., for grain 1895 830 

Wells, A. A., Emmetsburg, V. C, M. A St. P., ooal 1881 ]44 

White, Slaytor, Beloit, Kan., y. C. B. I. A P. et al., for stock 1887 708 

Williams, Richard, Ida Grove, v. 0. A N.-W., for live stock 1888 693 

Young, O. W., Glidden, V. 0. A N.-W., for live stock 1888 691 

Resolution of Twenty-second General Assembly, directing action for relief 1887 798 

Failubs to Fubnish Cabs tob Oebtain Mabkbtb— see Rights of Shippers, 

Failure to Stop at Railboad Obossinqs— see Crossing Stops. 

Failubb to Pubghabb Ticket— Eztba Fabb Mat be OoLiiEOTiD— see Passenger 
Fare. 
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FAiiiUBS TO Stop Pasbbnobb Trains— see Passenger Trains. 

Fau^ubs ov OOMPABTiES TO RBPORT-~se 9 Report 

FaUjUrs TO Opbratb Road— see Abandonment of Road. 

FaUjURS TO Stop at Orossinos— see Crossina, Stop. 

Farm Obosbiitos— see Crossings, Farm 

Fast Tbains in Oitibs— see Speed of Trains, 

Fast Tbains, Petition to Stop at Small Statiojjs— see Train Service. 

" Feeders "—see Local Lines. 

Fencing. tear page. 

Lawsuggested 1886 18 

Liability of carriers in case of failure to fence 1884 499 

Provisions of law in relation to 1888 19 

Railroads* need of fencing 1883 91 

Recommendations concerning 1884 97 

Complaints Oonoernino. 

Adams, J. Q , Spencer, v. 0., II. Sl St. P., failure to fence 1885 501 

Bates, L..P., Russell, t. Wabash, St. L. & P., et al., failure to fence 1886 603 

Buson, R. B., Pattersonyille, y. O., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1885 667 

Buckley, Philip, Pattersonville, v. O., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1886 569 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, ▼. O & N.-W., failure to fence ,. 1885 526 

Carpenter, O. W., Dedham, v. 0., M. & St. P , failure to repair 1891 746 

Olever, M. G , and Irwin, J. M., Milo, t. O., B. & Q , failure to fence 1884 561 

Curtis. T. J., Fonda, V. 111. Cent., fencing track 1884 5U 

Gardner, John M., Leon, v. D. M , O. & S., fencing and cattle guards 1884 546 

Gatton, Russell, Moscow, y.C, R. L & P., bad condition of ^ 1894 • 824 

Harshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, ▼. St. L., E. & N. W., failure to build 1892 841 

Howe, £. A., Bridgewater, y. C, B. & Q., relocation of fence 1892 824 

Hughes, R. M., and Hunn, H., Boone, v. M. Sc St. L., failure to build 1884 557 

IngersoU, M. J., Edgewood, t. C, M. & St. P., failure to fence. 1884 548 

Lange, A.dams, Froelich, y. C, M. & S t. P., hog-tight fence 1896 138 

Lockwood, J. C , Greene, T. B., C. R. & N, failure 1897 107 

McDowell, Palmer, et al., Angus, v. M. & St. L. Ry. Co., failure to build 1885 554 

McGee, H. Martinsburg, Y. B. & W., failure 1897 133 

Mehs, George, Comanche, et al., Clinton, t. B., C. R. & N., petition for 1893 233 

Miller, H. V , Pattersonville. v. C, M. & St. P., failure to fence 1885 560 

Micol, Bert, David, y. W. & W., fencing station grounds 1895 208 

Olsen, John R., Thor, V. C. & N.-^., failure to fence 1884 616 

Ourheim, J. L , Thor, V. C. & N.-W., failure to fence 1884 546 

Price, E. T., Wlnfield, Y. B. & W., failure to fence 1885 630 

Rehder, Max H., Gladbrook, v. W., I. & N., failure to fence. . 1886 691 

Ringland, O. S., Ft. Dodge, v. Crooked Creek, failure to fence 18tt5 160 

Shellhammer, C, Beulah, V. C, M. &Sg P, fail lire to repair 1891 791 

Smull, John, Wick, V. D. M., O. & S., failure to fence 1886 556 

Tibbetts, D. D., et al., Ogden, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M , petition for 1892 827 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, v. M. & St. L., to connect with cattle guards. 1887 716 

Wnldorf, , Hudson, S. D., V. C, M. & St. P., failure to fence 1892 833 

White, S. J., Plymouth, v. C, M. & St. P., maintenance of 1884 560 

Williksen, O. W., Thor, V O & N. W., failure t j build 1884 514 

Fire Set Out bt Engines— see, also. Damages. 

Liability of carriers, exemption by contract, supreme court's opinion 1895 xxxv 

Complaints Oonoernino. 

Barslow, P. M., Burt, v. 0. & N.-W., fire from engine 1885 519 

Bradley, J., Gowrie, v. C, R. L & P., property destroyed by fire 1889 1082 

Bridg^ A. M., Goldfleld, V. B, 0. R. &N.,tohay 1887 682 

Brunskill, D , Hawarden, v. , M. & St P., damage to crops 1889 1068 

Butts, L. A., Russell, V. C, B. & Q , fire set out by engine 1886 597 

Oemlng, , Brush Creek, v. O, M., and St. P , fire from engine 1886 611 

Enfield, James, Herndon, v. 0., M. & St. P., to housa from fire by engine 1884 584 

Ericson, E. B., Huxley, V. C, M. & St. P., fire set by engine 1887 730 

Guthrie, L N., Newton, V. C, R I. & P , fire set by euKine 1889 1003 

Hasking, A. N., Bsthervllle, v. B., 0. R. & N., fire from locomotive 1883 641 

McNamara, Martin, Grafton, v. 0., M. & St. P , fire from locomotive 1884 532 

Rog, Peter, Tara, V. D. M. & Ft. D. R. R Co., fire set by engine 1885 603 
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FiRV Bit Out bt EvQitn^— Continued— txas. paos. 

Searles, D. D., Sloan, v. 8. 0. & P., fire set by ODglne 1887 795 

Stevers, 0. B., OonDelUon, y. 0., B. & K. O., fence destroyed 1888 687 

Tartsch, William. Paton, Y. O., B. I. & P., damage to hay 1890 935 

Travis, S. N.. Peru, v. O., St. P. & K O., damages resulting from 1892 7e 

Wertz, J. J., Russell, v. O., B. A Q., fire on meadow, set by engine 1886 607 

Floods, losses by in Iowa 1891 17 

Forwarding Cars— see Refusal to Receive and Forward FreioM, 

Frbr Transportation— see Transportation; als j Rates. 

Frsioht Oars— see Cars, 

Frwght Oharors, per ton, per mile 1880 178 

Frrioht Charges Ouarantbbd— see Charges Prepaid or Guaranteed. 

Freight Charges, prepayment demanded, insolvency of connecting line 1878 15 

—see also Charoes. 

Freight, OiiAssiriOATiON or— cee CIciS8</l«at<on 1885 54 

Freight, Diversion or— see Diversion of Freight. 

Freight Prepayments— see, also, Charges 
Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of ... . 1884 550 

Frtight— RBrnsAii to Deliver. 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, V. Ft. Mad. & N W, wrongful withholding 1884 500 

Melrose, N. M., Ooldfleld, v O. & N.- W., failure to deliver at station ... 1884 560 

Freight Trains, Stopping or at PLATroRMS— see Stopping Trains at Platforms. 

Freight Trains Carrying Passengers— see Train Service. 

Fuel, Appropriation or by Carriers— see Appropriation of Coal. 

GONG, electric, for crossing— see Uleetric S<(7nate 1893 188 
Government Control or ownership of railroads 1891 28 

Governor's Questions por Reports— see Repot ts. 

Grade Crossings, Farm— see CrosaiTi^^ Farm. 

Grade Crossings, Highways or Streets— sne Crossings^ Highway. 

Grade Crosfing, Railroad— see Crossings, HaXtroad. 

Grain roR Seid, reduced rates for 1898 838 

Grain House, Sites roR— see SHes. 

Granger Law, and tariff, workings of disoussed 1878, Appendix czi ; 1878 51 

Granger Law, discussion of 1885 84 

Grange » Movement in the West, history of, by Spencer Smith 1889 81 

Granger TARirr, Earnings Under— see Earnings 

Great Britain, Railroad Commissioners or— see Commissioners. 

HACKS and Omnibuses, Privileges or at Station— see Omnibus PrivUeges and 
Discrimination. 

Hay Rates, petition of D. M. N.&W foradvancein 1893 166 

Heating or Oars— see Warming Cars. 

Height of platforms at stations 1889 1071 

Hepburn, committee report 1880174, 181 

Highway, The, and the railway 1881 79 

Highways, establishment of, commissioners no authority over 1892 886 

Highway, relocation, expense of crossing must be borne by railroad company 1889 1065 

Highway Crossings, Dangerous— see Crossings, Highway. 

Keep, F. A , Beloit, v. , tf. & St. P., by relocation of track 1885 561 

History of Iowa railroads 1879,83; 1880,839; 1896 179 

History or the Railroad Question in Iowa— see Railroad Question. 
Hotel Patronage, Solicitation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 

IMPROVEMENTS of roads and rolling stock 1891 4 

INOOMPETENT ENGINEERS— see Engineers. 

Increase or Earnings Under Commissioners* EIates— see RatM. 

Injunction, B., C. R. & N., in Joint Rates- see Joint Rates. 

Injunction— see Roites an d Joint Rates. 

Injunction, by Judges Brewer and Fairall v Schedule of 1888 1888 36 

Injuries to Persons— see Personal Injuries. 

Insolvency or Connecting Line, prepayment demanded 1878 15 

Inspection Service. 

Baker Bros, and Samuel Lilburn Co., Ottumwa, butter and egg shipments 1893 234 

OouncilBluffsBoardof Tradev. C.,R. I&P.andC. &N.-W 1889 977 
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Insufticisiit Pabsekovb Tbain Bsdyiov— see Train Servta. tsab. paos. 

lNTaRiX)CKii70 SwiTOHBS, advisability of their adoption discussed 1889 18 

Adoption of in Iowa 1897 6 

Belknap, O., R. I. & P. and Wabash 1897 35 

Oarnforth, crossing of, C. & N.-W. and 0., B l.&P 1896 48 

Davenport, O., B. I. & P. and B, 0. B. & N 1897 46 

Fairfield, 0., B, I. & P. and O.. B. &Q 1897 47 

Llbertyville, 0., B. I. & P. and 0., Ft. M. & D. M 1897 85 

Neola, O., R. I. & P. and 0., M & St. P 1897 47 

Ottumwa, O, B. I. & P. and O, B. &Q 1897 45 

Seymour, crossing or 0., M. & St. P. and 0., B. I. & P 1896 47 

iHTSRSiiGTiONS, Failubi TO Stop AT— See Crossing SUyps. 

iNTtfBflTATB OOMMBROE LAW, VIOLATION OF - See KateS, 

Ihtebs fats Oomm bbgb— see, also. State Commerce. 

Application for suspension of long and short haul clause 1887 714 

Ck>mmittfe on, from United States senate 1886 32 

Desirability of establishment of interstate commerce commission 1882 49 

Discussionof 1882 42 

Discussion of, Interstate Commerce Railway association 1890 24 

Interstate commerce law, violation of 1888 098 

Interstate and state commerce, discussion of . 1886 36 

Interstate and state commerce 1880, 168; 1894, 164; 1895 210 

Interstate commerc«) law anticipated 1882 36 

Its nature discussed in supreme court's decision 1892 88, 39 

Lawof 1873 1878 65 

Law regulating, discussed by the board 1887 81 

Powers of the state in reference to 1887,50:1894 164 

Reagan bill 1882 42 

Rates on, necessity for elasticity in 1882 45 

Resolution of the Twentieth General Assembly, asking co? gresslonal action 1884 86 

What constitutes. Diamond Jo line case 1889, 1074,1077 

D J. Carpenter case 1890 849 

H. R. Heath & Son's case 1804 164 

Iowa Ooaij Ratbs, Pbtition tob Advangb in— see Rates. 

Iowa Oommissionbb L4W Disoussbd— see Commissioners. 

Iowa FAiiiiS & Sioux OiTT Bailboad, history of 1879 109 

Iowa MiDiiiND Bailwat, history of 1879 110 

Iowa Bailboads, Histobt or— see History of Iowa BaUroads. 

JOBBING— Number of persons employed in 1884 1884 76 
Jobbing and Manufaotubing. 

Amount of sales in 1884 1884 76 

Products in 1884 1884 77 

Net increase of business of 1883 1884 76 

Materials in 1884 1884 77 

Jobbing in Iowa, number of people interested in 1885 49 

JOBBBBS* Batbs DxscnssBD— see Carload Botes and Botes 1884 73 

Tons of freight moved in 1884 1884 76 

Petition for restoration of jobbers and manufacturers' rates 1885 585 

Wages paid by. in 1884 '. 1884 77 

Capital employed in, in Iowa 1884 76 

Jobbers in Iowa should be placed on equality with those of outside points 1886 62 

Joint Batbs— see, also, Ba*^^ Joint. 

Commissioners enjoined from establishing by B., C. B. AN 1890 6 

Oommissionera* joint rates discussed 1801 14 

Deemer, J , decision concerning 1896 xxill 

Desirability of, between all Iowa lines 1887 717 

Joint rates, status of discussed 1896 5 

Dissenting opinion of Justices Bothrock and Bobinson concerning 1891 49 

Eighty per cent schedule higher than rates voluntarily charged by carriers or 

those now in effect on i n terstate traffic 1891 15 

Failure to apply on flaxseed shipments 1891 702 

In force in other states, but refused in Iowa 1804 107 
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Joint Ratss— Continued— tbab. paob. 

Injunction proceedtngs against commlBsion 1881 46 

Law and discussion In reference to Joint rates 1800 4 

Laws relating to 1895 xvli 

Legislation recommended 1801,50; 1895 zxlx 

List of roads refusing to accept commissioners* 1891 14 

List of roads accepting same « 1891 IS 

Lltlgatlonon 1890 6 

Must be applied for and refused to shippers before petitioning board 1895 zzvili 

Opinion of Iowa supreme court concerning. 1891,45-50:1895 xxv 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to B., O. B. A N. lo junction case 1893 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to Blair y. B. O. & N 1807 896 

Overcharges on account of roads falling to apply, ordered refunded 1891 763 

Power of the state to fix through rates over two cr more lines 1891 47 

Petition by carrier to extend tiaue of trial of, account of apparent Increase of 

earnings under 1891 15 

Reasons for motion to dissolve Injunction and reasons for injunction 1891 46 

Rules for fixing rates for continuous haul (80 per cent schedule) . 1890 ^ 6 

Schedule and order concerning 1895 zxll 

Status and discussion of , 1895 xvli 

Vlolationof join t rate law by one carrier no excuse for another 1891 . 763 

Wiillngnessof 111. Cent, to apply in Iowa 1891 763 

Complaints Oonobbnino. 

Baker, W., manager Columbia Coal Co. , Diamond, v. Iowa Central 1894 337 

Campbell, F. M., & Co , Randolph, v. C, B. A Q , failure to apply 1895 194 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. C, R. I & P. and B., C. B. & N , petition for 1889 1085 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. Iowa Cent, and C. G. W., refusal to apply 1893 250 

Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Cent , refusal to apply 1894 387 

Coon Valley Coal Co., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. & E. C, discrimination in 1808 767 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for 1892 839 

Darby, J. H., Belmood, v. M. C. & Ft D., refusal to apply, overcharge 1895 203 

Davenport, shippers of, V. B , O R ANetal., petition for 1889 1088,1067 

Flint. F. C , Manchester, v. C , M. & 9t. P., refusal of, through billing 1896 81 

Fort Madison Chair Co. v. C. B. & Q and B., U. R. & N., refusal to make 1889 1066 

Holman, C. J. & Bro., Sargent's Bluffs, v. C. & N -W. et al., petition for 1889 1018 

McOllora, L. B., Larchwood, v. B., C R. & N. et al., refusal to apply 1892 862 

McOarthy, M. H , Dubuque, letter of, concerning 1806 81 

Steeves, J. C , Page Center, v. H. Sc S. and C, B. & Q., refusal to apply 1892 858 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. 111. Cent., refusal to apply 1891 768 

Tims, J. B., Tama, V. 0. & N.-W., refusal to grant 1890 934 

Joint Stations— see al4o Wyes, 

And Y connections, legislation recommended 1889 40 

At Intersections, discussion of 1884 78 

At railroad crossings ^ 1884 78 

Laws of Missouri and Wisconsin concerning, at crossings 1883 706 

complaints Conosrnikg and Petitions fob. 

Allen Grove township, Scott county, citizens of, v. C, M A St. P. aLd B., C. R. & N. 1885 499 

Brown, J O., Marshalltown, v. Cent Iowa and Wis., Iowa & Neb 1884 562 

Carnf orth, citizens of. v. C, R I. & P , freight facilities at 1889 987 

Crandall, J. B., Sterling, III, v. C.& N.-W. and Wabash, at Lohrvllle 1884 578 

Crooked Creek Rd. Co., union depot at Webster City 1893 212 

Davenport, Moline & Rock Island, petition for at Wheatland 1887 756 

Dean, George W., et al., Conway, v. H. & S. and C, B. & Q. Rd. Co 1884 533 

Denison, citizens of, V.C.& N.-W. etal, petition for 1887 727 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C. and H. & S., petition for 1889 1083 

Donnan, Payette county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and B., C. R. & N 1890 859 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Goldfield, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W. and B , C. R. & N 1884 536 

Harrison township, Mahaska county, citizens of, v C. & N.-W. et al 1886. 607; 1887 764 

Harvey vllle, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1885 500 

Hawarden, citizens of, V. C. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1884 537 

Herndon, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1884 538 

Iowa county, citizens of , V. C, R. I. & P. and C, M. & St. P 1884 548 
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Joint Stations -Continued— ysab. page. 

Jenks, A. M., Bheldahl, v. O. & N.-W. et al., platform crossings, etc 1887 880 

Jessup, Elias, et al.. New Proyldence, v. Iowa Oent. and Toledo & N.-W. R'y 1885 545 

Erysher, Levi, Avon, v. O., B. & Q and O., B. I. A P., petition for 1880 503 

Loaden Machinery company, Fairfield, v. O., B. A Q. and O. G. W., petition for 

freight station at Afton Junction 1893 16jL 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley, et al. of, v. O. G. W., Joint station at crossing 1866 16 

Malvern, citizens of, V. O., B. & Q. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1884 5S8 

Mason, E. H. , Oarnf orth, v. O. A N.-W- and O , B. I. & P., petition for 1885 535 

NewBoston. citizens of, V. A., T.&S.F.,et al ISW 41 

Noel, J. T., Noel, v. O., M. & St. P. and B., O. R. A N., petition for 1885 557 

Oneida, citizens of, v. O., M. & St P. and O., St. P. & E. O., petition for 1880 1073 

Palestine, trustees of, V. O., M & St. P. and 0. & N-W 1884 512,513 

Beynard, J. S., Oreston, v. O., B. A Q. and O. G. W., at Afton Junction 1893 186 

Bobinson, O. E , et al , Hawarden, v. O, M. & St. P 1887 704 

Bock well Oity , citizens of, et al , v. O. & N.- W., et al., at Lohrville 1891 768 

Bomans, J. B., et al., Denlson, v. O., M. A St. P. and 0. A N.-W., at Arion 1801 742 

Bow, Samuel, et al., Oskaloosa, v. O. A N - W. and Burl. A Western 1885 508 

St. Oharles, citizens of, et al., v. O., B. I. A P. et al., near Bevington 1802 755 

Bheldahl, citizens of, v. O., M. A St. P. and O. A N.-W., petition for 1886 670 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. O., M. A St. P. et al., inadequate accommodations at 1887 097 

Shipley, H. F , et al., Herndon, V. O., M. & St. P. et al 1888 708 

Smith, A., et al., Oonway, v. O., B. A Q. and H. A B., petition for 1800 864 

Stile, T. B., et al., St. Oharles, v. O., B. I. A P. and D. M., O. A S 1887 679 

Truro, citizens of, et al., v. D. M. A E. O. et al., near Bevington 1893 766 

Walnut and Vernon townships, Palo Alto county, citizens of, v. B., O. B. A N. 

andO,M. &St.P 1886,479; 1887 683 

Warren township, citizens of, Poweshiek county, v. O. A N.-W. and O., B. I. & P.. 1884 608 

Warren vowDShlp, Eeokuk county, trustees of, v. O. & N.-W. and O., B. I. & P 1885 576 
Winterset, St. Oharles and Truro, citizens of, v. O., B. I. A P. and D. M. A E. O., 

petition for, near Bevington , 1892 766 

Jurisdiction of BAiiiBOAD Oommtssionbbs— see, also, CommUsUmen, 

of commissioners 1878,6; 1891 28,868 

of commissioners in matters of private right 1898 26-28, 88-99 

Just DisGBiMiHATiON discussed 1884 73 

IT'EOEUE A DBS MoiNES Bailwat, history of 1879 110 

LAOE or Oabs— see Failure to Furnish Cars; also. Cars, Lack of, 
Laok or Depot Faoii<itib9— see Station. 

Lakes, Inland, crossed by railroads without authority 1885 69 

Land Grants, first and final report of.... 1878,46: 1893 12 

Laboe and Small SnippEas— see Carload Bales, 

Labbabee, William, governor, questions for commissioners* reports 1889 48 

Law Gbanting Poweb to Oommissionbbs— see CommissiiMUTs. 

Laws and Legislation relating to railways 1890 Appendix 

Affecting railroads discussed— see BaXiroad Quetiion, 

Amendments suggested ... . 1878 38 

Ohronologlcal arrangement of 1878 81 

Oonflicting and disputed provisions of 1889,37; 1891 48 

Decisions of court construing 1895 zl 

In reference to automatic couplers and brakes 1S87 69 

In Iowa affecting railroads 1890 Appendix 

Provisions of in surrounding states 1896 vll 

Becommendations of commissioners concerning legislation 1887 57-68-69, 75 

Beoommended by commissioners 1891 48 

Becommended by commissioners 1889 87-45 

Bevibions and present status of 1895 xi 

Suggestions concerning amendments to law requiring reports of carriers 1879 4 

Uniformity in 1898 46 

Leased Boads, discussion of advisability of consolidatiag 1870 66 

Leybbs, their maintenance by railroad companies 1884 86 
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LlABIIiITT or OABBXnL 

Bbyond Its Own Lnno-iee Damaoea, 

CONCBRiiiNG Ltym Stook— Me. alio, Live Stock, tiab, paos. 

For care of In transit 1889 1060 

For killing 1893 249 

For sh I Inkage of or decline of market during delay in transportation 189S 866 

Smith, J. N , Fairfield, v. O., B & Q , shipments of without attendant 1888 649 

For Failubb to Souitd Whistl« at OBoasnro— see Stock KUlBd; also, OroBHno- 

Highway, 

For failures to stop at platforms 1891 777 

FOH Go^DB Shippbd "Owim*8 Risk"— see Oumer'a Riak, 

FOK Bates Quotbd bt Aobnt 1889 1060 

Hamilton, J. H., Welda, Ean.,T. O., B.&Q 1885 569 

FeOM FiBB, SUPBBMB OOUBT'S OPIBIOir 1896 ZXZY 

see, also, Fire Set Out by Enaine; also, DamOfOes. 
Not Exbmpt tbom, bt Oobtraot— see Oumer*8 BUk, 
Of iDitlal carrier 1886 566 

Lighting Oabs. 

Discussion of 1890 6 

Discussion of dry carburettor system 189S 48-44 

Lm ITSD TiOKiTB, What Oobstitutbs Notiob or LiiOTATion, Eto.— see TkkeU, 

Liter ATUBB, objectionable, sold on trains 1883 93 

LiTiGATioH— see also Ra/Oroad Quettlon. 

Oases pending in state courts to enforce commissioners' orders 1891 88 

Deolsloas of supreme court discussed 1898 21,39 

In reference to commissioners* rates 1889 30 

Beport of attorney-general concerning 1898,39,43; 1898,39; 1890,10; 1896,87; 1896 176 

Live Stc>ok— see also LidbWly of Carrien— 

Brown, W. B., Walllngford, v. 0., M. & St. P., delay in transit 1888 687 

Oare of when being shipped • 1887 741 

Eogle E., Onawa, y. O. & N.-W., B*y, cruelty to stock in transit 1884 541 

In Palaob Oabs, Method or Bsgulatino Ohabobs roB~see Palace Stock Can, 
Passenger fare for attendant, with L. 0. L. shipments, not authorized by com- 
missioners' schedule 1884 376,347 

Oonfir. ement in transit, not exceeding twenty-eight hours 1878 66 

Substitution of, in Tbansit— see Stealing Live Stock in Transit 

Live Stock Bates— see ilotes. Freight, 

Loading Oabs Fbom Wagons -see also DemurrooFB. 

Galley, W . H., Zearing, v. Oentral Iowa, refusal to furnish oars for 1885 673 

Strong & Oo., Luton, y. O., M. & St. P., for track shipments 1896 156 

Time allowed for 1884,586; 1889 996 

Loading and Uni#oading L. O. L. Shipmbitts. 
Hoebel, P., Blalrstown, y. all lines, regulations concerning 1808 838 

Local Fbeight, percentage of 1883,80; 1886,81: 1886,80; 1887 80 

Local Fbeight, Tonnage in Iowa, Pbrcentagb or— see Tonnage, 

Local Bates— see Aotes 1880 174 

Local Tbain SBByiCE— see Train Service, 

Local Lines, percentage of charges receiyed on through shipments 1893 88 

LocoMOTiyES, net weight of 1879 54 

Logs, OLAssiricATioar or— see Claesljlcaition. 

Log Bates Oompabed— see Rates. 

Long and Shobt Haul, ELates roB and Violation or— see, also, Balce, 

Farnam & Ellbourne, A.kron, y. O., M. Sc St. P., yiolatlon of 1888 686 

FowlerOompany, The, Waterloo, y. 111. Oent 1886 486 

Hogaboom, 8. B., Oreston, y. 0, B. & Q., on bard coal 1896 886 

Jojce, D., Oarroll, y. 0., M. & St. P and C. & N.-W., on lumber 1894 879 

Lane Implement Oo., Bed Oak, y. O., B. & Q., on car of implements 1895 176 

Low rates for long haul, importance of to the state 1880 181 

New York and other laws concerning 1885 65 

MerdU, J. H. & Oc, Ottumwa, y. K. & W., yiolatlon of 1888 730 

Principle of referred to 1886 58 

Loss 08 BY Floods— see Floods, 

Losses on Thbough Business Made Up by High Local Bates— see Ralee, 
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LuMBVB Bates— see Rates. 

Lost in Transit. ybab. paqb. 

Barber Med. Oo., Davis Oity, y. G , B. & Q., carboy of vitriol 1802 780 

Barnacle, John, Dana, v O., B. I. & P., shortage of oats shipped to Peoria 1891 774 

Brower,D M, A.del, v. O., B. I. & P., hogs 1891 884 

Bruce, J. J., Bolfe, v. 0. & N.-W , failure to deliver goods as marked 1883 661 

Oalklns &Homan Bros., Oornlng, V. O., B. &Q., stove 1886 611 

Gary, George T., Grant, v. 0., B. &Q., goods 1891 813 

Olark, A.., Ganton, V. G. & N.-W.. loss of veal 1894 068 

Gonrad, Ed A.., Forest City, v. M. & St. L. and G. & N.-W., household goods 1884 499 

Oreswell, M., Bonaparte, V. G., B. I & P., hogs. 1883 689 

Gumlngs, J. M., Spencer, V. O., B I & P., household goods 1880 111 

Esslck, If . L., Indlanola, V. G., St. P. & K. C., potatoes 1890 946 

Fowler, G. W., Bowan, v. B., G. B. & N., veal damaged In transit 1895 166 

Fremont Butter and Egg Go., V. G , B. & Q., car of eggs mlssent 1890 844 

Fulter, B. E , Otho, V. 111. Gent, box of goods 1888 741 

Oermer, Otto, Imogene, V. G , &f . & St. P 1897 141 

Ooerger, H., Grant, v. B. & O., household goods damaged 1894 298 

Gr» ss F. P, Sibley, V. B., 0. B. & N., goods 1898 866 

Halloway, H. G, Paton, v. G., B. I. & P , steel 1898 824 

Hartman. G. A , Greston, V G., B. & Q, shortage of coal 1889 997 

Healy, H. M. & Son, Grundy Genter, v. B., G. B. & N., damage to flour 1894 258 

Hebron, S , Strawberry Point, v. G., M. A St. P., damage to stock 1894 341 

Heaton, H. J., Anderson, V. G., B. & Q., goods stolen 1882 469 

Hurley, A. S.. Gherokee, V. B & M., of tools 1H97 148 

Judge, J. T , Garroll, V. 0. & N-W., tent oatflt 1805 810 

Kendall, E S. Kellerton, v. G. & N-W., household goods 1888 537 

Lingham, M., Van Gleve, v. Iowa Gentral, loss of oil on platform 1895 286 

Luther, M. H., Swede Point, v. III. Gent and G., B. & Q., household goods 1888 527 

Martlndale, J. M., PralrleGlty, V. G. B. &K. G.,boxof books 1896 77 

Harquardt, G. G., of the Iowa Phonograph Go , v. 111. Gent., goods 1898 866 

HcFarlane, James, Blencoe, V. S. G. <fcP, boxes of tobacco.... 1885 688 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, V. 0., M. & St P, merchandise 1884 601 

McNall, A. H , Maxwell, v. G., M & St. P. and W. I & N., merchandise 1885 625 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. G., M. & St P., barrel of sugar 1896 667 

Phelps, P E., Bookford, V. B., G. B. & N., flax seed 1895 840 

Baber, John, Newb«rg. V. O. & N-W., household goods 1882 458 

By an, J. A., Laurens, V. G. & N-W., loss of hogs 1890 940 

Sokol & Eegley, Monmouth, v G. & N- W., damage to sorghum 1894 819 

Spencer Bros., B tndolph, v. G., B. & Q., car of coal 1882 449 

Stafford, H W., Grundy Genter, v. B , G. B. & N., shortage in car of oats 1891 829 

Btebblns, W. F , Decorra, 111., V. G G. W., merchandise 1894 287 

fltebblns, W. F , Des Moines, V. G , B I. & P., household goods 1896 127 

Van Norman, J , Moville, v. G., B. I. &. P. et al., merchandise 1895 161 

Vetter, D , Grant, V. G., B. & Q., oilcloth 1891 731 

Warnstaff , N., Grand Biver , v. B. & M. et al., merchandise 1888 679 

Whlttler, L., Whiting, v. S. G. A P. and G. & N-W., merchandise 1888 584 

Wltmrr, F. B. & Son, Mingo, v. G, St. P. & K. G., goods stolen 1890 876 

Wood, Alfred, Traer, V. a, M. & St P. and B., G. B & N 1888 538 

MAIL FAOiLTTr s AND MAIL SsBvioi— see Station Service, also Train Service, 

Maplv BiVBB Bailroad, history of 1879 111 

Mabkbd Gapagity of Gabs. 

France, H G., Bose Hill, v. 0., B I. & P., rule governing 1897 185 

Mabkbts, Ch )igb or, Shippbbs Entitlbd to— see Rights of Shippers. 

MASKS. M. L., testimony of, Id Davenport rate cases 1888 761 

Mass aghusbtts, attitude of, concerning grade crossings 1893 16 

Maximum AND MiinMUM Batbs, discussion of 1885 58 

Maximum Bates, opinion of supreme court concerning, discussed 1897 9 

Maximum Bates, Iq Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 762, 773, 797 

MoCi^iN, EMiiiN, "Statutes of Iowa relating to railways" 1890 3 
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MiLBAOK. YBAB. PAOS. 

Increase in Iowa discussed 1891 5 

Iowa, iifth of the states in 1891 5 

Inlowa. table of 1879 128 

Of road bnilt from earnings in excess of 6 per cent on 180,000 per mile 1881 37 

Proportion of earnings credited to branch lines 1880 1006 

MiLVAOi Book. 

Hnltz, Webb, Oharlton, v. Iowa Central, claim for rebate on 1890 861 

Dissenting opinion by Oommissioner Day 1890 851 

Nash, O. J. , Ottnmwa, v. Wabash, O., E. I. & P. et al., refusal to honor 1886 575 

Pollans, F. B , Waterloo, v. 111. Oent., use of by other than purchaser 1897 184 

MiLLIHO IN Tbansit. 

Application of principle to barbed wire 1887 715 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, ▼. Illinois Central , cleaning grain in transit 1893 262 

Tiede, A. 0., AOo, Elkport, V.O., M.&BtP.,petition for 1892 850 

MiiriMUM Ohabgb. 

Barnard Bros., Ackley, v. Central Iowa, 25-cent charge 1880 19 

Iowa Jobbers y. All Railroads, atl empted advance, 26c. to 60c 1894 335 

Parker, B. P., Earlville, V. O. & N-W 1882 457 

MlNOfUM Wbioht. 

Browo, W. 8 , Manson, v. 111. Oent 1896 61 

MuriMUM Wbigbt and Mabkbd Oapaoity of Oab. 

Brown, J. G., Miirshalltown, y. O., M. & St. P., charges for excess 1887 718 

Oodd, H.Q. 8., Westfleld.v.O. &N-W., onlivestock 1894 260 

Dunlap, J. H., Olarinda, y. 0., B. & Q., on wagons, parts of 1887 790 

Des Moines Linseed Oil works y. Illinois Central , on flax seed . ... 1895 218 

France, H. , Base Hill, y. C, B. I. &, P., rule goyernlng marked capacity of cars 1897 136 

Leonard, Daniel, Corning, v. All Railroads, on car of sheep 1894 169 

Eetchem & Johnson Co., Marshalltown, v. C. A N.-W., agricultural implemeLts. 1897 106 

McGrath, J., Tyrone, y. , B. & Q, of coal 1892 865 

Morris, Daniel, LawnHill,y.C. A N.-W, of carloads 1882 450 

Sheldon, H. C, Tingley, y. C, B. & Q., on sheep in carloads . . 1895 201 

Mink, OLiysB W., comptroller, letter of, in Council Bluffs complaint 1886 645 

MI80BLLANBOU8. 

Adams, E. E., Britt, y. 0. 1. & D. R. R. Co., compensation for printing 1886 516 

Astor, citizens of, y. C, M. A St. P., location of new town near Astor 1886 589 

Brown, A. F., Newton, ▼. Central Iowa, failure to run Odd Fellows* train 1888 730 

Carlson, S. Q., Stratford, v. C. A N.- W., rental for site for scales 1893 212 

Casse'lman, J. H., Ames. y. C, St. P., M. & O., claim for lost mileage book . 1892 842 

Dayids, et al., Sanborn, y. C , M. & St. P., unsanitary cabooses 1896 92 

Dow A Mercer, McVeigh, y. Ft. M. A N. W., withholding of freight 1884 500 

Expenses in constructing spur track, parties entitled to returh of, on abandon- 

mentof track 1891 738 

Gillespie, Mrs. R., Chadron, y. C , B. A Q., ref and for ticket stolen 1889 1026 

Indebtedness of railway companies, law concerning 1884 77 

Jones, F. C, Herndon, y. D. M. A N. W., et al., storing cars on Y track 1892 850 

Paralta, Ltnn county, citizens of, y. C, M. A St. P., highway to depot 1892 814 

Randall, L. D. A Co., Dubuque, y. Illinois Central, diyision of territory between 

railroads 1881 132 

Slosson, J. M , North wood, y. B., C. R. A N., feeding snow-bound passengers 1883 674 

Spire, William J., Barnes City, y. C, R. I. A P., misconduct of train men 1892 866 

Valentine, H. E., Casey, y. United States Express Co., claim for perishable goods 

shipped with charges guaranteed 1892 847 

MisQUOTBD Ratbs bt Aobnts, Liabii«ity or Cabbibbs tob— see Liability, 

Mixed Carloads— see Carloada. 

MixBD Train Sbrviob— see Train Serviee, 

MONOPOLT'Of shipping facilities on stat Ion grounds against public policy 

1890,898-896; 1891,736,814; 1892 781 

Morgan, E. G., appointed secretary of the board 1880 8 

Resigned 1887 3 



N^ 



[ ATION &.L CoNYBNTiON of railroad commissioners 1881 164 

NAVIGATION, Obstruotion OF— See Obstruction and OverfUyuo, 
Nbguobnob in Cabb or Station— see Station, 
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Night Station Swlviob— soe Station. 

NOBTHWOOD OAsa— see, also, Abandonment of Road. ysab. paos. 

OertlBed to attorney-general.. 1884 45 

NinSANOK. 

Woman's Village Imp. Oo., Ooon Bapids, v. O., M. & St. P., unsightly piles of dirt. 1897 106 

OBSTRUCT TNG Stbsets and Highway Obossinos— see, also, CrosHng, Highway, 

Dodd, F. B., Wancoma, v. O., AI. & St. P., with standing trains 1806 111 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Citizens of Murray, by elevator 1887 687 

Barney, B., mayor of Meservey, y. M. C. & Ft D., street with cars 1896 158 

Johnson and Erlckson, Pickering, y. C, M. & St. P., by fence 1898 909 

Le Mars, citizens of, y. 111. Cent 1890861,889 

Murchtson, A. S., Williamsburg, v. C, M. & St. P., by trains 1886 517 

Hurray, citizens of, v. U., B. & Q., at highway crossing 1886 665 

Murray, citizens of, Y. C, B. & Q , protest of Joseph Gafford 1887 687 

Ochiltree, T. J., Morning Sun, v. B , C. B. & N., blockading streets. 1884 635 

Roley, T. T., Keswick, y. B., O. B. &N., by standing train 1896 1S6 

Busse]l. J M., Storm Lake. y. 111. Cent., by eleyator 1893 154 

Thomas, A. D , Fredericksburg, v. C. ki, W., streets across station grounds 1898 156 

Turner, et al.. Colfax, y. C, R. I. & P , by train 1893 210 

Waters, James, Des Moines, y. O. & N.-W., with cars 1898 83S 

Wyatt, E. B., et al., Lamuille, y. C. & N-W., with train 1886 554 

Zeidler, J. C, Mallard, y. C, B. I. & P., by building and platform 1898 165 

Obstbuotion and OyaBFiiOW. 

Amundson, H., Ellsworth, v. C. & N.- W., watercourse and highway 1888 738 

Anderson, A. A., et al., Okoboji, y. C, M. A St. P., nayigation 1898 741 

Armstrong, J. B., road superylsor, Marion, y. C, M. & St- P., watercourse 1894 816 

Barnholdt, Clause, Wiota, y. C, B. I. & P., lack of culverts 1890, 951 ; 1894 388 

Beebe, J . W., Talmage, y. C. G. W., waste water from tank 1898, 857 ; 1893 810 

Boal, John, et al., Mitchellyille, v. , B. I. & P , insufficient drainage 1897 144 

Campbell, J. S. E., Morning Sua, y. Iowa Cent., drainage 1896 178 

Craig, W. F., et al , Dayis City, y. C, B. & Q., of watercourse 1890 879 

Crozler, C. E., Oskaloosa, y. B. & W. and C. & N.- W., of watercourse 1890 860 

C, B. I. &, P. By Co., y. C, St. P. & E. C, at grade railroad crossiog 1887 735 

Donner, J. D., et al., Marshalltown, y. W. I. A N., by defectiye construction 1887 713 

Bldon drainage case 1895 125 

Fortney, Dayid, Otho, y. M. A St. L., refusal to lower culyert 1886 551 

Giles, Charles, Talmage, y. C, B. & Q., of waterway 1890 845 

Greenwood township, trustees of, Bancroft, y. O. A N.- W., of watercourse 1884 343 

Guthrie county, citizens of, y. C, M. A St. P., near Bagley 1893 148 

Hendrle, J. S., et al., Pacific Junction, y C, B. & Q , of creek 1884 669, 574 

Huxley, citizens of, by O. L. Hatteberg, y. C, M & St P., of watercourse 1898 830 

Innls, W. H., et al., Emmetsburg, y. B., C. B. A N., nayigation 1888 474 

Jenks, A. N., Sheldahl, y. C. & N.-W, by surf ace water 1885 679 

Kelly, W. F., Decatur county, y. D. M. & K C , damages on account of 1890 885 

Kendall, W. T., et al.. Spirit Lake, y. C, M A St. P., nayigation 1885 491 

Kline, George, Glidden, y. C. & N.-W., insafflclent water way 1891 771 

Koons, J. H , Des Moines, y. O. G. W., drainage 1895 168 

Lange, A. , Froelich, y. C, M. A St. P., insufficient drainage 1898 838 

Lestina, F., Froellch, y. C , M. & St. P , highway crossing 1897 119 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, y. C. G. W., damage on account of 1893 808 

McConnell, T. D., Botna, y. C. A N.-W., from embankment 1896 139 

McNaughton, M. N., ViUisca, y. C, B. & Q., stock drowned 1887 766 

Mitchell, L., Blairsburg, y. 111. Cent, drainage 1896, 197; 1896 57 

Moore, Thomas, et al., Turin, y. C. A N.-W., arbitration 1889 909, 1008 

Powell, Charles, et al., Bagley, y. C, M. A St. P., damage by reason of 1898 148 

Bicke, James G , Granger, y. D. M., N. & W., defective drainage 1897 113 

Bodgers, G. W., Fort Dodge, y. M. A St. L., petition to drain excavation 1886 524 

Shopbeil, Henry, Mt. Union, y. B. A N. W., damage caused by 1883 654 

Smith, E. J., North English, y. C, M. A St. P., improper drainage 1898 888 

Terry, J. L , Martelle, y. C, M. &Bt. P., of watercourse 1898 740 

Tibbets, D., Miles, et al., y. C, B. I. A P., drainage near Eldon 1805 125 

Turner, James B., Wiota, y. C, B. I. A P., insufficient drain pipe 1891 790 

25 
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Obstruction AND OTBBniOW—Conttnued— ybab. pags. 

Wilcox, J. A., Sanborn, y. Om M. & St. P., of watercourse 1893 230 

Wright, W. a. Hm Dunlap, y. O. & N.-W.. ioBttfficient drainage 1880 39 

YungclaBS, J. H.,Dancombe, y. 111. Gent., of highway 1886 545 

TuDgeleM, J. H , Webster Olty , v. 111. Oent., defective culyert 1682 587 

OFncms* Salabiss 1888 645 

Omnibus Peifilbqvs. 

Anderson, P. G., & Son, Mason City, v. O., M. & St. P., discrimination in 1895 888 

Olose. George V., Iowa Falls, y. B., O. B. & N., et al., discrimination in 1891 763 

Hackmen of Sionx Olty y . R'y Oompanies, discrimination in 1890 881 

Smith, et al., Manilla, y. 0., M. &, St. P., hotel runners at stations 1888 097 

Stalker, J. W., Iowa Falls, y. Illinois Central, discrimination 1897 190 

Thomassen, John G., Pella, y. O., B. I. & P., discrimination in 1890 903 

Todd, J. B., Manilla, y. O., M. & St. P., priyileges of hotel runners at stations .... 1894 877 

Van Houser, F. and 0., Oedar Falls, y. 111. Cent., discrimination in 1881 135 

Opbbatiho Exptosbs. 

Must be met by earnings 1880 178 

Percentage of different classes of 1880 168 

Opbbatobs, Tblbobaph, Pbtition V0B--Bee Station, 

Obdbbs or OOMMissiONiBS, their nature should be spedflo, instead of advisory: 

opinion by supreme court 1808 81,39 

Ov«b-Oapitalization— see Watered Stock, 

ovbboharob on sand-hme b(u€8. 

Ovbbchagb 

Allen, D. p., Oarroll, y. O., M. & St. p., et al., on car of Junk 1880 1065 

Amos, T. B., Essex, V. O., B. & Qm on calves 1887 758 

Archer, W. F., Spencer, v. O, M. &St. P., refund ordered 1881 137 

Arnold, J. M., Davis City, v. O., B. & Q., on posts 1888 731 

Aye, Rolf, Grundy Center, v. B., O. B. &N., on timothy seed 1896 884 

Banks, J. A., Oooper, v. D. M. N. A W., on thresher engine for repairs 1892 884 

Barber, Ed , Glidden, V. O. & N.-W., in rate on buggy 1884 49,69 

Barr, B. P., Eagle Grove, v. M. 0. &Ft. D., on empty baskets 1887 684 

Barrett & Son, Mount Vernon, v. O. & N.-W., on corn 1887 689 

Bathe, G. B., Tuskeego, V. O., B. &Q, on cars of hogs 1880 1064 

Baxter, J. W., Lewis, V. O., B. I. &. P., on live stock 1888 833 

Beach, O. L., Stratton, Neb., v. M. & St. L., error in quoting rates 1886 618 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, V. O. & N.-W. et al., on wagons 1887 690 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, v. D. M. N. A W., on buggy, interstate 1896 93 

Borum, S. J., Des Moines, v. 0., B. & Q. and D. M. N. & W., on billiard tables 1896 182 

Bowers, Oharles, Quincy, 111., V. O., R. I. & P., on ticket 1898 843 

Bunker & Haziard, Newell, v. 111. Oent. et al., on agricultural feed steamer 1801 770 

Bussard, J. & Go., Imogene, v. Wabash, refund of 1884 497 

Breezley, W. H., Kelly, v. 0. & N.-W. et al ., refusal of Joint rates 1898 846 

Brent, L. H., Weston, v. 0. & N.-W., erroneous classification 1888 631 

Brockway, E. F., Ainsworth, V. O., B. I. & P., on live stock, etc 1888 688 

Brown, O. M., Anamosa, v. B., O. B. A N. and O., M. & St. P., on heifer 1883 683 

BrowD, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Oent., marked capacity of car 1896 61 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. 0., M. & St. P., on account of minimum weight. .. . 1887 718 

Brown, L. A., of Jeffries & Brown, Davis Olty, v. O., B. & Q., on apples 1891 778 

Oanfield, Oharles, Estherville, V. O., M. & St. P., on household goods . ..1883 667 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. C, M. A St. P., on account of applying interstate rates 

to state commerce 1890 849 

Carpenter & Genung, Independence, v. C, B. sa Q., on horsepower 1889 995 

Carroll, E. L., Adel, v. D. M. N. A W., on wheat 1881 183 

Chambers, S. E., Corwith, v. C, B. I. & P , on wagon 1885 499 

Clarke, O. J., Sibley, v. C, St. P., M. A O., on merchandise 1888 715 

Oline A Bennett, Merlden, v. 111. Cent., incorrect weight on lumber 1883 698 

Cline, J., Beasoner, v. C, B. I. & P., on live stock 1888 730 

Cochran, Bobert, Audubon, v. B., O. B. &N., onbull 1884 540 

Codd, H. G. S., Westfleld, V. O. & N.-W., on live stock 1894 260 

Cole, J. L. & Son, Greene, v. B., O. B. & N., on wallpaper 1884 S84 

Cooper, A. A., Dubuque, v. C, M. & St. P., on wagons 1881 138 

Oooper, A. M., Tracy, v. C, B.&Q., on car of com 1806 76 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



APPENDIX. 387 

Overcharge— Continued— year. page. 

Oorwin, J. Hm Dedham, v. B., 0. R. & N. et al., on household goods 1889 1048 

Oosby, O. F., South English, v. O., B. I. & P., passenger fare 1879 25 

Oox, J. B., Dexter, v. 0. & N.-W. and O., B. I. & P., on threshing outfit 1892 845 

Cunningham & Gray, Blencoe, v. O. & N.-W. et al., on fence posts 18b9 1061 

Orandall & Eyer, Webster Oity, v. 111. Oent., on spring wagons 1881 182 

Dammier, Wm., Newton, v. O., B. I. & P., refund of overcharge 1896 149 

Darby, J. H.. Belmond, v. O., M. & St. P., failure to apply joint rates on hogs 1895 303 

Davis, J. E., Ooln, V. O., M. & St. P., on household goods 1895 163 

Denton, Bobert, Iowa Olty, V. 0., B I. & P. on bull 1884 547 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. 111. Oent., charges on marked capacity of car... 1895 218 

Dickey, William G. , Maxwell, v. U., St. P. & K. O., et al., on coal 1887 799 

Downing, W. E., Selma, V. O., B. & K. 0. et al., on lumber 1888 733 

Dunlap, J. H., Olarlnda, V. O., B. & Q., on wagon 1887 750 

Dunlap, W. E., A.lllance, Neb., v. 0., M. & St. P., refund of bridge toll . . 1894 310 

Earle, W. 0., Waukon, v, 0., M. & St. P., stock in Ames palace car 1888 834 

Ellis, G. M., Bmmetsburg, v. O, M. & St. P., on sulky 1889 998 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, v. B., 0. B. & N., on horse 1886 511 

Ferguson, T. W., Dallas Center, v. U., B. I. & P., on roll of harness leather 1886 690 

Fowler, Li.M, Watkins, v. C. & N.-W., on light top buggy 1888 677 

Freeman, F. M., Davis Oity, v. American Express Oo., on two dogs 1892 854 

Frizz t)ll, Thomas, Malcom, v. O., B. I. & P., on smoke stack 1892 853 

Fuller, J. W., Kellerton, V. 0., B. & Q, on hardware 1887 751 

Garvin, William, Marcus, v. 111. Oent., on horse power 1890 848 

Garvin, William, Marcus, V. 111. Oent , on corn 1894 236 

Giant Oo«bl Oo , Des Moines, v. 0. &N.-W., on coal 1885 504 

Glbbs, E. H., Oskaloosa, v. 0., B. & Q. and B. & Western, on merchandise 1885 519 

Gilbert, a A., Estherville, V. B , 0. B. & N., on car of coal 1889 1060 

Gillespie, J. T., Nevada, v. O & N.-W., overweight on empty barrels 1880 996 

Golden, O.M., Kellogg, V.O., B. I. & P., shipment of seeds. 1888 732 

Goodsell, L., Fergus Falls, Minn., v. B., O. B. & N. , in passenger fare 1883 617 

Griffiu, E. A., Tekemah, Neb., v. , M. & St. P , on household goods 1891 772 

Griffin, Patrick, Grand Biver, V. H. & 8., on car of corn 1888 680 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. E. C, St. J. & 0. B 1882, 533; 1883 604 

Guthrie, d. C, Webster Oity, v. 111. Cent., on oil tank wagon 1888 745 

Hale, W 0, Wellman, V. C, B. I. &P,oncarof oats. 1887 701 

Hall, O.E., Glenwood, Neb., v. C, B. &Q., on bull 1884 544 

Hadley, A. J., Delta, Col., v. O , B. I. & P. and D. & B. G., on household goods 1897 81 

Hall, Truman, Bedford, v. C, M. & St. P. and C, B. & Q., on buggy 1896 65 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda, Kan., V. U., B & Q., on bull 1885 659 

Hershey, Lumber Co.. Muscatine, v. B , O. B. & N.. on lumber, change of rates 

without notice 1883 565 

Her^ey, L. G., Earlville, v. 111. Cent., on five cars of com 1887 718 

Hill, F. W., Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., on flour from Waterloo to Melbourne 1888 681 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. O., M. & St P , on car of ponies for state fair 1889 1063 

Holmes, Jos., Marshalltown, v. O. & N.-W., on cars of apples 1891 757 

Hoopes, T. J., Eugene, v. O., B. & Q., on household goods and lumber 1882 467 

Hoyt, M A. & Bro., Carroll, ▼. O. & N.-W 1879 28 

Hughes, J. C, Norwalk, v. D. M. & E. C, on logs 1897 88 

Hunna, A., Abingdon, v. C, B. I. & P., household goods, Interstate 1892 781 

Hurlbut, L. E. etal. Fort Dodge, V.M.& St. L., on coal 1881 141 

Hutchcroft & Co., Kossuth, V. B , 0. B. & N., on slack coal 1889 1003 

Igo, Lewis, Halmyra, V O. & N.-W., on corn shipments 1887 601 

Jackson, A., Tama Oity, v. U. P., on mixed car of live stock 1883 564 

Japp, Gust., Bosedale, v. 0., B I. & P. and O. & N.-W., on horse power. 1889 1041 

Jergens, Fred, Everly, v. C, M. & St. P , on liuusehold goods 1896 98 

Jickling, William, Ira, V. O. G. W., on buggy 1894 289 

Johnson, J. F., PatoD, V. C, B. I. <fc P., on car of horses ■ 1892 884 

Johnson, J., Bed Oak, v. Central Iowa, on live stock 1884, 519; 1885 497 

Johnston, A., Tlogley, v. H. & S. etal., oncoal 1888 678 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, V. M. & St L.. od coal 1889 1094 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. 0. & Ft. D., on coal 1889 991 

Kelley, J. W, Osceola, v. C, B. & Q.,on lime 1880 17 
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Enowles, W. F., Sioux City, ▼. 111. Oent., on liRht, balky package 188S 450 

Enowles, W. H., James, v. American Express Oo., on small package 1801 771 

Enowlton Mfg. Oo., Rockf ord, 111., ▼. O., M. & St. P., on implements 1886 547 

Kreutser & Wassen, Marshalltown, ▼. 0. & N.-W., on lumber 1881 1133 

Erueger, 0. F., Des Moines, ▼. O. & N.- W., on household goods 1894 XHB 

LaGrange, J. H., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., on Junk to Ohlcago 1897 68 

Lane Implement Oo., Bed Oak, y. 0., B. ft Q., on short haul 1896 175 

Leech, James, Derby, ▼. Om B. A Q., on bob-sleds 1887 096 

Leeper, J. B. & Oo., Pleasanton, v. 0., B. Sl Q. et al., petition for refund 1889 1013 

Lelmkuehler, F., Moscow, v. 0., B. I. & P., on binding twine. 1897 117 

Looker, J. K. M., Bonaparte, y. O , B. I. & P., emigrant moyables. 1891 825 

Lummis, W. D. F., Perry, V. 0. & N.-W., on iron safe 1886 534 

Marshall, Ed., Oasey, y. O., B. I. & P., on household goods 1894 893 

Mathews, E., Bandalia, y. B., O. B. & N„ mixed car of liye stock 1893 824 

McDaneld & Oo.. D. H. & Oo., Iowa Olty, y. B., O. B. &, N., on dead hogs 1886 585 

McDonald, G. W., Dysart, y. B , O. B. & N., on merchandise 1884 519 

McGilora, L. E., Larchwood, y. B., O. B. & N., traffic from point to point in Iowa, 

though passing outside the state in transit, is state commerce 189S 868 

McEay, F. D., Adel, V. D. M. N. & W., on coal 1897 115 

McEinley, Geo. F., St. Ansgar, y. B., O. B. & N., on household goods 1895 804 

Meade, S. K., Bockwell Olty, y D. M. N. & W., on butter and eggs 1888 691 

Meade, S. E., Bockwell Olty, y. D. M. N. & W., on bait and other merchandise . 1889 999, 1002 

Miller, H. 0., Oorydon, V. H. & B., on car of corn 1887 706 

Miller, John, Waukon, V. O., M. & St. P., on broom corn 1892 830 

Moore & Gill, Eansas Olty, y. E. C. St. J. & O. B., on car of merchandise 1888 676 

Moore, N., Van Meter, v. 0., B. 1. &P., on wheat to Ohlcago 1897 58 

Moran & McManus, Adair, v. O., B. I. & P., on merchandise 1885 650 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, y. 0. & N.- W., minimum carload 1888 460 

Murray, George P., Wiota, y. O., M. & St. P., on emigrant moyables 1891 773 

Nichols, Pliny, West Liberty, y. 0., B. I. & P., on stock for fairs 1881, 141; 1884 567 

Nicholson, H., Maple Biyer Junction, y. O. Sc N.-W., on emigrant moyables 1888 710 

Norton, 0. W., Durant, y. 0., B. L & P. and O., M. A St. P., on llye stock 1884 580 

Nye, J. P., Essex, y. , B. & Q., on corn 1883 784 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Oenter, y. B., O. B. & N., excessiye rates 1883 733 

Ormsby. A. L.,. Emmetsburg, y. B., 0. B. & N., on carriage, interstate 1896 99 

Owens, A., Oar lisle, y. 0., B. & Q , excessiye freight charges 1894 843 

Persons, B. D, Blencoe, y. O. & N.-W. et al., on car of posts 1889 1053 

Preston, F. B , Adel, y. D. M. N. & W., on empty egg cases 1891 789 

Badwich, 8., Davis Olty, y. O., B. & Q., passenger fare 1888 750 

Beasoner, Mrs. H. M , Beasoner, y. 0., B. I. & P., on live stock 1889 1066 

Bedhead, George S., Des Moines, y. D. M. A K. O., on young bulls 1896 96 

Beinberger & Sohroeder, Des Moines, y 0. & N.-W., on furniture, K. D 1886 ' 514 

Benken & Tammen, Parkersburg, y. III. Oent., on brick in carloads 1883 691 

Blburn, Thomas, New Albin, y. 0., M. & St. P. and B., 0. B. A N., on bull 1884 538 

Biseley, T. E. D , Shenandoah, v. O., B. & Q , on horses, lack of joint rates 1895 159 

Bitchie, W. S. & Son, Muscatine, y. B., O. B & N. et al., on car of oats 1886 588 

Blppey Goal Oo., Bippey, y. 0., M & St. P., on coal 1889 10:6 

Boberts, J. & Oo„ Oolumbus, Neb , v. O., B. & Q., on shelled corn 1884 547 

Bogers, Warren, Marathon, v O. & N.-W., on emigrant movables 1888 728 

Bosegrant, S. 0., Galva. v. O. & N.-W., on oil meal 1885 511 

Bosenberg, Isaac, Traer, v. B , O. B. & N., on merchandise 1884 503 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. III. Oent , on marble 1883 689 

Schneck. Walter, Burlington, v. O., M. & St. P., on passenger ticket 1885 585 

Shearer, F. W., Ida Grove, v. 0. & N.-W , on telephone poles 1884 587 

Sheldon, H. O., Tingley, v. O., B. & Q., minimum weight on sheep 1895 801 

Shultz, H. E., Dows, V. B., O. B. & N., on show case 1884 538 

Smith, E H., Dubuque, v. III. Oent. et al., on goods for state fair 1884 540 

Smith, H. O., New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., on household goods 1884 506 

Smith, H. D., Montlcello. V. 0., M. & St. P., on feed 1888 563 

Smith, H D., Montlcello, v. III. Oent. et al., joint rate^ refused 1891 768 

Smith, S. et al., New Market, v. St. L., E. & N. W., on household goods 1886 608 
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Smith & Shaul, Quiml^y, V. E. 0., St. J. & 0. B., on car of apples 1890 86g 

Starlin, John, Missouri Valley, v. Wabash, on stone 1884 498 

Steer, William H., West Branch, v. B. , O. B. & N. B'y Oo., on coal 1884 691 

Bteeves, J. O., Page Center, y H. & S. and O., B. & Q., Joint rates refused 1892 862 

Tasker, Thomas G , Onslow, v. & N.-W, on corn 1887 728 

Tasker, E S., Onslow, y. O, M. & St P., on corn to Ohlcago 1896 181 

Taylor, H. L., East Peru, y. O., B. & Q. et al., on emigrant moyables 1893 211, 228 

Teal, 0., Ocheydan, y. B., 0. B. & N , on general merchandise 1886 649 

Thomas, A.. B., Des Moines, y. O., B & Q., on cow 1887 781 

Tuttle, L., Lawrence, Ean., y. M. & St. L., on hay 1888 498 

Vorse, F. W., Des Moines, y. M. & St. L., on agricultural implements 1884 646 

Voss, Fred, Logan, y. O. & N -W, on liye stock 1889 1069 

Wagner, Hhil., Des Moines, y. O. Sc N-W., on emigrant moyables 1891 750 

Watson, Mrs., Sioux Oity, ▼. E. C , St. J. & O. B. et al , on household goods 1883 669 

Watson, J. A., Hull, y. O., M. Sc St. P., on emigrant moyables, interstate 1896 162 

Webb, Henry, Eew, y. O., B. & Q, exorbitant rates -.1883 626 

Weir, H. O., Mt. Pleasant, y. 0., B. & Q., on liye stock by weight 1889 1019 

Weir, B. H , Winthrop, Dak., y. B , O. B. & N., on household goods 1886 663 

Williams Imp. Oo., Dubuque, y. B., 0. B. A N., goods cot shipped O. B 1884 628 

Williams, B. B., Eeb, y. O., B. & Q., on house 1897 96 

Wilson, J. 0., Harper, y. O., R. L & P., on carriage .. 1892 844 

Wilson, E.L., Truro, y.O.G.W., on buggy 1896 117 

Wiss Bros., A.lta, y. 111. Oent., on liye stock prior to acceptance of commissioners' 

rates and pending Injunction proceedings.. 1894 282 

Wlswell,E. E,Rolfe,y.O. &N.-W.,onhay 1888 718 

Witham, J. W., Des Moines, y. D. M. & E. 0., in passenger fare 1802 849 

Wrlghti W. T., Oskaloosa, y. 0. &, N.-W. et al., on passenger ticket 1887 782 

Yag87t E H., Audubon, y. B., O. B. & N., on emigrant moyables 1886 688 

Tocum, A. et al.. Van Oleye, y. 0., St. P. & E. 0., tickets to state fair 1889 106i 

Toung, Charles, Taintor, y. Iowa Cent., on emigrant moyables 1891 766 

Zangs, H. A., Ottnmwa, y. C, B. & E. C, on whisky 1884 698 

OyBRGHAROB, refunded in ease of yiolation of long and short haul clause 1894 870 

OyBH-GROSSiKQS— see CrosBing. 

OYmnwuow—see Drainage, Damages, Ohstruetion, 

OwNBRSHiP AND CONTBOL OF Bailboads bt GoyBBNMBNT— See Oovemmetit, 

OwBBB'B Bisk. 

Contract exempting common carrier from liability not authorized by law 1882 416 

Law concerning 1884,628; 1892 831 

COMPIiAIBTS CONGBBBINa. 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, y. S. C. & P. and C. & N.-W., damages 1882 466 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton, y. Iowa Cent., on bulk flaxseed 1881 138 

El ickson, C. A., Meseryy, y. M. C. & Ft. D., released shipments. 1892 831 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, y. C, B & Q. et al 1883 663 

Walton, Charles, Paton, y. C. B. I. & P., damages for breakage 1890 878 

Williams Imp. Co , Dubuque, y. B., 0. R. & N., carrier's liability unaffected 1884 628 

Williams, W. L., Corning, y. C, B. & Q , In shipments of dairy products 18S6 610 

P\LACE Stock Cabs. 

Fields & Bro., W. M , Cedar Falls, y. all lines, extra charge for 1892 839 

Passbhobbs Cabbibd on Fbbioht Tbains— see Train Service. 

Pabsbnobb Fabbs. 

Discussed at national conyentlon of commissioners 1891 30, 35 

In New York 1878 52 

Reduction of discussed 1887,476; 1889 42 

With reference to improyed condition of roads 1891 26 

Ten cents extra on failure to purchase ticket. See also. Ejection from Train 1891 780 

Complaints CoNOBBNiNO. 

A rmour, Volney, Liyermore, y. M. & St. L., extra fare paid on train 1892 836 

Baker, T. M., Cummlng, y. C. G. W., excessive passenger fare 1894r 236 

Bradford, W. E., Britt, v. C, M. & St. P., excessive passenger rates 1883 712 

Cosby, C. F., South English, y. C, R. I. & P., excessive 1879 27 

Curl, C. B., Bloomfield, v. C, B. & Q., advertised excursion rates refused 1883 637 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



890 APPENDIX. 

PABSKNoaB Varm»— Continued— tsar. paos. 

Oade, R. Om Carroll, v. O. & N.-W., on railway ticket 1807 69 

Dammier, William, Newton, ▼. O., B. I. & P., not part of freight chargei . . . 1896 149 

Banner, W. W., Dee Moines, for Holiness Association, camp meeting rates.1894, 336; 1895 J93 

Day, Homer, Blythedale, Mo , ▼. O., B. & Q , fare paid on train 1898 88S 

Frazier, J. 8., Nevada, v. 0. & N.-W., overcharge on account of longest route. . . . 1897 181 

Harris, A., A. voca, y. 0., B. I. & P., overcharge in 18S1 187- 

Herring, I, Des Moines, ▼. , St. P. & K. O 1808 860 

Howard, E. A., Fairfield, y. O., St. P., M . ft O., fare paid on train 1898 861 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Oo., Des Moines, ▼. O ft Bt. L., inquiry 1897 110 

lyes, O. J., v. B., 0. B. ft N., reduced rates to T. M. O. A. secretaries 1808 854 

Leeds ImproTement Oo. ▼. 111. Cent., flye-cent fare to Leeds 1889 1000 

Lindeman, M., Epworth, ▼. 111. Cent., can companies be compelled to issue com- 
mutation tickets 1897 80 

Madison, B. P., Ottumwa, ▼. 0., B. ft Q , stop-oyer checks 1880 76 

Poorman, D. A., Des If oines, ▼. 0., B. ft Q., extra fare paid on train 1801 835 

Springer, X^ Prairin Olty, v. O., B. I. ft P., refusal to redeem tickets 1886 680 

Stevenson, E. O , Bo3kwell Oity, y. D. M. N. ft W., discrimination 1896 183 

Stewart, A. D., Yale, v. 0., M. ft St. P., petition for refund of excess 1893 889 

Tracey, L. D., Des Sioines, letter concerning excess paid on train 1879 81 

White, D. F., Grinnell, v. 0., B. I. ft P., 10 cents extra paid on train 189) 881 

Witham, J. W., Spirit Lake, ▼. B., C. B. ft N., excessive 1886 578 

PA8SS8 to shippers of live stock 1888 649 

Patbonags tor H<»Tici^ SoLioiTATioir OT— SQO OmnUHis PrivUeoe§. 

Payirq, carriers must pave between and one foot outside of rails in streets 1884 77 

Pbvaltixs, for failure to apply commissioners' rates, agreement concerning ... 1889 35 

Prrgiktaoi of Iowa ToirirAaR--see Tonnaae, 

PXROBITTAGRS to short lines 1878, 16; 1879,66-69; 1888,787; 1808 33 

Perishable Propbrtt, Dei«at in HANDLmcH-see Damaoe». 

Pbrkihb, O. E., president 0. , B. & Q., letter of, on long and short haul 1886 487 

Letter of, adopting commissiooers' rates 1889 29 

Persoeal Injury. 

Frszer, James, Paullina, y.O. ft N.>W., thrown oat of buggy 1884 681 

Hill, Enoch, Mitchellvllle, v. O., B. I. ft P., mall pouch thrown from train 1896 180 

Martin, F. A., Washington, v. 0., B. L ft P 1882 831 

Beid, Ohas., Wessington, v. B., 0. B. ft N., damages on account of 1888 679 

Stephens, U. W., Woodward, v. O., M. ft St. P., in caboose in collision 1888 716 

Strlngham, Aloozo, Kellei-ton, y. 0., B. ft Q., damages for 1896 838 

PiiATVORMS, height of at stations 1880 1071 

PiiATVORXs AT Bailroad 0RO8S1EO8— seo Joint SUUiona. 

POLiTiOAL situation in Iowa discussed 1888 44-46 

Pools and Pooling. 

Discussionof 1878,48; 1879,69; 1882,48; 1888,48,56; 1894 861 

Discussion of, in national convention of commissioners 1894 361 

Effect of , on trade and commerce 1886 66 

Failure of , as a method of controlling rates 1886 57,68 

Forbidden by law 1883 648 

Legalityof 1887 39 

Paper on, by Peter A. Dey 1894 363 

Pooling contracts, sanction? for 1887 48 

" Popular and Legal View, Oonceming," Judge Oooley 1886 34 

Potter, T. J., letter on 1883 647 

Posting or Tariffs— see Ta/riffs. 

Power OF Oommissioners— see AuthorUy; also, Ckmvmissioners, 

Prxfaid Oharoes— see Charoe$, RaUs, Prtpavment; also, FreigM Charges. 

Prepayment of Oharges. 
Oonesville, Carpenter, 0. O., of, v. B., O. B. ft N., guaranty of charges on perish- 
able freight 1896 40 

Doyle, Charles T., Panora, v. C. ft N.-W., on household goods 1883 688 

Prepayment, no discrimination allowable. (Diamond Jo case) 1889 1074 

Prisent Gash Value— see Value. 

Private Olaims— see, also, Damaaea. 

Oommissioners no authority to collect 1889 1088 
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Pbiyatv Bids TRAOKS—see Side Tracks. pao«. tsab. 

Pboobdurb before railroad commissioners 1892 91-89 

PROPi>BTiON or EABNiNas TO Shobt Limbs— See Percentage to Short Lines, 

Pbobating discussed in re Merrill ▼. E. & W 1888 789 

In Iowa, discussed 1884 6 

For "feeding "lines 18T9 65 

Pbospbbitt of roads 1891 4 

pBOTBOTioir TROM Obossingb— See Croesino. 
PuBiiio Wabbh •usbs— see fTarehouMs, jfublie, 

PuBLiGiTT of railroad matters desirable 1878 71 

PUBDY, W. 6., ▼ice-pres. Om B. I. & P , earnings discussed by 1889 8 

Letter of, on cash Talue of railroads 1888 42-18 

/QUOTATION or Batbs bt Agbnts Binds Oabbibrs— see Bates, 

RAILROAD QUB8TI0N. 

Address by Thomas M. Ckx)ley 1891 29 

Anderson, Oommissloner, Paper on, by 1883 88 

Discussionof 1884 4 30 

In its relation to accounts and statistics of companies 1893. 40a 

Orlglaand Problem of , Adams 1881 81 

Spencer Smith, Oommissloner, on ', 1889 21 

BAI1.BOAO Situation in ihb Wbst. Paper by Oen. O. M. Dodge 1888 39 

Baii«road6. 
Abandonment of road and taking up track— see Abandonment of Road. 

Are public highways 1881,77; 1888 54 

Olasslflcationof, "A,""B,""0." 1881 85 

Crossing railroad, failure to stop at— see Crossing Stops. 
Elevation of —see Topographicdl Discussion. 

History of— see, also, Hi8tory 1880 289 

In hands of receivers— see Receivers, 

In the West, Situation of , General Dodge 1888 39 

Laws— see Laws Belaling to Railways. 

Legislation concerning— see Legislalion. 

Ownernhip or control by government— see Oovemment, 

Pre^ ent cash value of, letters concerning, etc. 1887, 131-147 ; 1888 661 

P ogiessof railroad building discussed 1881 77 

Stock holders and public equally interested in prosperity of 1886 54 

Their Origin and Problems, Adams 1881 81 

Their relation to the territory they were built to serve 1886 50,53 

When in private business, cannot discriminate in favor of themselves 1889 1046 

Bailboad Oommisbionbrs. 

Additional powers of, discussed— see, also, Commissionen, authority of 1885 56 

Authority of, discussion concerning law granting additional power to 1884 42, 81 

Oonference of— see Commissioners. 

Oonvention of 1881 164 

Discussion of, by Judge Oooley 1883 45 

Idbt of lo va commissioners— see Commissioners. 

Law, discussed 1886 86 

Madeelective 1889 26 

National convention of, at Oolumbus— see, also. Commissioners 1878 78-74 

Report to the Ou] lorn committee on interstate commerce 1885 33 

Batbb, Frbight— for passenger rates, see Passenger Fares. 

Adoption of commissioners' rates by railroads, February, 1889 1889 20-30 

Agreement of companies to adopt commissioners' schedule 1889 35 

Application by Iowa trunk lines for advance in 1894 184 

based solely on comparison with rates in other states 1894 193 

As between through lines and local lines, percentitges 1898 38 

Authority of commissioners to make, under law of 1878 1889 25 

Oar load rates on mixed cars of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

Oarriers no ground for complaint at reduction of by public authority to the 

average it voluntarily accepts. Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 
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Oarrlert using class A. rates on interstate business cannot plead for class B 

locally, when such rates discriminate against Iowa. B , 0. A. <£ JV 1890 871 

Oerro Gordo and Ida counties, citisens of, petition of, to reduce 1895 220 

Coal, ice, etc., for less than flye miles 1800,903-922: 1891 729 

Coal, petition for advance in for 800 miles and upwards 1892 791 

Coal, protest of operators against advance in 1894 191 

Coal, schedule in 1880 1880 28,37 

Coal, schedule suggested by Governor Larrabee in Glenwood case 1887 688 

Commissioners*, apply on shipments from point to point in Iowa, though passing 

outside in transit 1898 38,39 

Commissioners', criticised by W . G. Purdy, vice-president C, B. I. & P 1888 41, 48 

Commissioners', effect of on purely local roads . 1891 13, 14 

Commissioners', effect on Iowa business .:... 1891,9-16; 1894 216 

Commissioners', intended to afford relief to business interests of state and give 

reasonable compensation for service 1888 36 

Commissioners' original schedule, higher than voluntary by carriers 1888 38 

Commissioners', promulgated under law of 1888 *. 1888, 86; 1889 938 

Commissioners', proven satisfactory 1802 26 

Commissioners,' reasonable maximum a check on rate wars 1891 4 

Commissioners' schedule, applies to shipments beginning and ending in Iowa, 

though passing outside in transit '..1895 216 

Commissioners* schedule, effect of as applied to C, B. I. & P. local traffic 1888 764 

Commissioners' schedule, in Dubuque shippers' case 1888 793 

Commissioners' schedule, effect of as applied to C, B. A Q. traffic in Iowa 1888 816, 817 

Commissioners', what was taken into consideration in fixing 1888 . 35 

Commissions paid for business evidence of, too high. Int. Com. Com*n 1891 10 

Commodity, to manufacturers in Iowa impracticable to grant 1894 199 

Comparison the proper method of Judging a tariff 1888, 764-784-815; 1884 101 

Comparison of, in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio and 

Michigan, with Iowa distance tariff 1888,767,785,801; 1804 198 

Comparison of between Chicago and Iowa points, and Davenport, Dubuque and 

Burlington and Iowa points for same distances 1888, 768, 790, 806, 813 

Comparative table of, for distances five miles to 480 miles .*. 1879 10, 12 

Competition in, or equality of 1886 3* 

Complaints of, usually from non-competitive points 1888 50 

Conspiracy concerning, charge of not sustained 1888 766 

Corn, from point to point in Iowa unreasonable 1886 54 

Crosby, G. H , freight auditor C, B. I. & P , concerning effect of 1888 45 

Cutting, effect of on revenue— see also Aate ITars 1891 4 

Cut rates or rebates, burden of borne by puollc Instead of carriers 1891 10 

Davenport shippers' complaint 1888 768 

Decrease of 1880 173 

Differential 1888 32 

Disastrous effect of, lack of uniformity In 1882 48 

Discussed in "Bailroad Question "—see BaUroad Qutstion. 

Discussed 1879, 68, 65, 70; 1881 6 

niBcusslon of , by President Perkins of C , B. & Q 1884 10 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1891 30-35 

Discrimination between stations and shippers 1883 61 

Discrlij Ination in against localities 1885 44 

Disorlmlnation in, just and unjust 1680 179 

Discrimination in, evil effects of 1883 55 

Discrimination in to Iowa Jobbing centers 1882 63 

Distances for over 400 miles 1889 1103 

Earned, distribution of, among expenses 1886 54 

Earnings in Iowa under commissoners* 1891 13 

Effect of adoption of cla ss A on roads entitled to a 30 per. cent higher 1891 14 

Elevators favored in . 1883 62 

Express, discussed 1897 5 

Farm products discussed 1884 30 

Fixed by board, contested in the courts, discussion of 1888 35 

Flexibility of, desirable 1886 59 
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Fluctuation of 1885 48 

General discussion of in reference to wholesalers and retailers 1884 71 

Gradual reduction of, comparative tables of — 1881 7, 16-51 

Grain and other products in Iowa, rates on discussed 1884 7-13 

High 1883 98 

How may just rates be determined? etc 1893 40i, 401 

Increase of 1878 59 

In Iowa on com, oats and stock, compared by years 1884 31 

Iowa, railroads receive full amount of allowed by schedule 1894 196 

Iowa rates, supreme court's opinion on, in Barris case, discussed 1897 9 

lUinoifi, rates fixed by commissioners not actually charged 1894 195 

Illinois, rates based on mileage percentage r.f through rates or arbitraries 1894 196 

Interstate on corn, voluntary reduction of by Iowa lines . 1884 12 

Interstate, regulation of by state authority not authorized 1888 88 

Interstate, discriminating against Iowa points 1888 790 

Jobbers and retailers equal *. 1884 69 

Jobbers, withdrawn by railroad companies 1884 70 

Largest immediate returns not necessarily most profitable 1883 41 

Law granting power to fix, § 84, literal copy of Illir ois law 1888, 3! ; 1894 805 

Law cannot be construed away by commissioners 1894 190 

Laws of surrounding states, provisions of regarding 1895 vli 

Legislation recomm«-nded 1889 48 

Litigation concerning 1889 30 

Live stock in palace cars— see PdUiee Stock Cars. 

Live stock, in less than oar loads, requirement of company for attendants, etc. . 1894 847 

Local, conference between commissioners and railroad officials 1879 9 

Logs in Indiana and IlUdols compared with log rates in Iowa 1891 786 

Logs should be the same as elm wood, opinion by President O J. Ives 1891 786 

Logs compared with rates on manufactured lumber 1891 786 

Losses by competitive made up at non-comperltive 1888 48 

Lower, than published tariff, accepted by carrier, conclusive evidence that pub- 
lished rates are unreasonably high. Int. Com. Oom'n 1891 10 

Low rates in dull seasons, no criterion for establishment of new schedule 1889 1096 

Manufacturers in Iowa should have low on raw material 1888 35-45 

Maximum in Iowa higher than in Illinois 1888 88 

Maximum and minimum, discussion of 1885 53 

May lf>gitimate1y be reduced to average of what is received for railroad service, 

including that done free or at reduced rates. Int. Com Com*n 1891 11 

Mileage on cars furnished by shippers, acts as rebate (Schoonmaker) 1891 30 

Misquoted by agents— see lAabUity. 

Nebraska, Justice B re wer'ti opinion of rates in 1894 198 

Nebraska, not correct basis of Comparison with Iowa 1894 198 

On branch lines, not determined by cost of service thereon 1883 45 

Overcharge accruing during injunction against commissioners' rates 1894 888 

Per cent of increase of In tariff of May 10, 1888, over Illinois rate 1888 758-753 

Percentaflreof Iowa local to through, on O., B. &Q 1888 817 

Percentage of through rates effective In Illinois, but not in Iowa 1895 vll 

Percec tages of, allowed to short lines on through business 1879 65 

Per ton per mile compared, 1868 to 1881, for 300 miles 1881 8 

Per ton per mile from Chicago to Iowa points compared with Iowa rates 1889 1090 

Per ton per mile 1884 29 

Petition of Oerro Gordo and Ida counties for reduction in 1895 x, 880 

Posting of— see Tariffs, 

Population and earnings per mile in various states 1894 198 

Power of legislature to delegate power to fix discussed 1888 3&-36 

Procedure followed 1992 85 

Producer forgotten in fixing ... 1888 49-50 

Proportion of through should not be higher than local 1884 515 

Pro-rating per mile as a rate-makin g basis 1879 68 

Pro-rate percentage 1894 196 

Pro-rate percentage not permitted west of Mississippi river 1894, 197 196 ; 1895 vll 

Publicity of tends to prevent abuses 1888 34-51 
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Publicity of, good results from 1884 4 

Reasonable, dlsouMion of 1886 » 

Reasonableness and stability of , the flnt requirement 1888 40 

Reason able, dlsonssed, paper by Oommtssloner Fleming, Kentucky 18B1 S18 

Rea^oaable, discussed by Judge Brewer 18fM 818 

Reason able, decision of Minnesota supreme court, affecting 1807 808 

Reasonableness of, experiment the only test— Jiidoe Brewer's dedeion 1888 88-84 

Reasonable, defined by Interstate commerce commission 1801, 10 ; 1894 818 

Reasonable, defined by Judge Brewer 1804818,819 

Reasonable, defined by Iowa commissioners 1884 881 

Reasonable, value of railroad property an element In determining 1884 881, 887 

Reasonable, discussed 1898 4S 

Reasonable, report of committee on, at national conTention of 1893 40a 

Reduced on several carloads 1880 188 

Reduction In by railway companies 1890 84 

Reduction of on grain .*.... 1884 9-18 

Reduction, 80 per cent in local, by Illinois railroad commission 1888 86 

Reduction of not always followed by reduction of gross or net revenue— JUd^e 

Brewer'8 deeigUm.... 1889 34 

Relation of to business depression and market price of article hauled 1884 6-8 

Request by commission for temporary redaction of com rates in Iowa on aooount 

of partial failure of com crop 188S 619 

Retail and wholesale— see Carload RaUe, 

Review of rate hearing in 1894 189^ v 

Revised on request of railroads for 800 miles 1888 85 

Rippley, B. P., testimony of concerning effect on 0., B. ft Q. revenue 1888 817 

Sand case, Barris V. O., B. A^ Q., maximum rates 1897 9 

BchFdule of adopted In Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 753, 778, 797 

Schedule of proposed by Commissioner Dey in 1894 case 1894 288 

Schedule of-see Schedule of Bates, 

Should share prosperity and adversity of locality 1878 48 

Should sympathize with circumstances and conditions of the people 1886 54 

Should they be "what the traflic will bear?" 1883 98 

Special to favored shippers 1885 48 

Stability of desirable 1885 48 

Statute concerning cannot be constru ed away by commission 1894 199 

Success of commissioners' rates due in part to absence of rate wars 1891 11 

Switching in Des Moines street railroad case— see also StoUcMno 1898 790 

Tariff not always evidence of actual rates charged— Int. Com, Com*n 1891 10 

Tariff of 1879 a result of conference 187B 9-14 

Temporary injunction by Judge Brewer 1888 36 

Territorial assignment in 1888 51 

Their alleged effect rt quiring reduction in number of employes 1891 17 

Through, too low; local, too high 1878 49 

Through and local compared 1881 10 

Through rates as related to local 1888 97 

Uniformity in desired... 1878 48 

Ualted States and Austria- Hungary compared 1881 10 

Via shortest route, shipper entitled to. . . . 1891 773 

Voluntarily charge- d by carriers fix the maximum that can be claimed from the 

public— Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

When lowered, can be raised with difficulty 1886 54 

When quoted by agents, carriers are bound by 1886 609 

Which induce largest volume of business at reasonable return for services ren- 
dered, most profitable to carriers and the public 1883 41 

Wholesale and retail 1880 188 

Wholesale and retail features of transportation problem 1884 71 

Wholesale and retail Justified 1878 86 

With reference to improved condition of roads, discussed 1891 86 

Complaints Oonoibning. 

Armstrong, D. & Oo., Farley, v. R*y Oo., discrimination In 1879 15 

Baker Wire Co., Des Moines, v. Various R'ys, petition for equalisation of 1887 714 
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Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. O. & N.-W., excessive, on buggy 1884 40-69 

Barrett, J. E. & Bon, Bit. Vernon, v. 0. & N.-W., discrimination in, on flour 1886 482 

Besley, L. O., Council Bluffs, v. O., B & Q., lor restoration of sand rates 1893 847 

Boles, Horace, governor, v. B., 0. B. & N., petition for reduced on round trip 

shipmentffof stock cattle 1898 846 

Brazil Goal Ck> , Chicago, v. C, M. & St. P., on coal, refusal to apply Iowa rates as 

proportion of through rate 1896 185 

Buffington, B. F. & Co., Bed Oak, v. C, B. & Q , excessive on wheat 1879 90 

Burlington, shippers of, v. C, B. & Q. et al., ext >rtionate of May 10, 1888 1888 797 

Butler, Wm., Clarinda, ▼. Wabash, against grain loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Cade, H., Lenox, attendant with live stock shipments, L. C. L 1894 347 

Cerro Gordo and Ida counties, petition of citisens of, lor lower freight rates 1895 x, 880 

Chamberlain & Co., Winthrop, V. 111. Cent , on flour 1887 681 

ChHse & Co , Bed Oak, V. C, B. & Q , excessive on wheat. 1879 31 

C, St. P. & E. C, ruling on reduf^ed rates for seed grain 1^98 888 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N.- W., discrimination on coal . 1884 569 

Coker, Henry, and board of trade. Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. & P., extortionate 

on coal, and discrimination . 1888 834 

Cole, J. S. & Son, Greene, v. B., C. B. & N , proportion of through rates should 

not be higher than local. 1884 684 

Conaway, J A., Chariton, v. C, B. & Q., on excess of ten head of live stock . 1896 108 
Council Blufftt board of trade, v. O. & N -W., O. & St. L , E. C, St. J. & C. B , 

unreasonable and discriminative, petition for adoption of commissioners' 

schedule .* 1889 1051 

Crystpl Mill Co., Council Bluffs, v. E. C, St. J. & C. B., on flour 1883 716 

Daugherty, J. F., Sup'r, Eeokuk, v. St. L., E & N - W , excessive on coal 1895 817 

Davenport, shippers of, v. various railways, extorti9nate of Sf ay 10, 1888 . . 1888 763 
Davenport shippers, petition of for reviKion of, oa B., C. B. & N , on basis of 

interstate rates 18891084,1087 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C B. & N. et al., petition for establishment of class 

Arates 18891088,1087 

Dennis, J B., Traer, v. B , C. B. & N., excessive on merchandise 1884 515 

D. M , N. & W., on hay, petition of, for an advance in 1898 166 

Dickey, Wm. G, Mdix well, V 0., M. & St. P. et al , oa coal 1887 770 

Dickey, Wm. G., Aiaxwell, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., unreasonable on coal 1888 675 

Donahue, Bobert, Burlington, v. railway companies, on iron 1894 387 

Doolittle, M. B , Cresco, v. C, M. & St. P., discriminative on hay 1888 711 

Dom, A. A., Neola. v. C, B. I. A P., excessive on hogs to Omaha 1888 670 

Downs, J. , Albla, v. C, B. &Q , discrimination In lumb 3r rates 1879 84 

Dubuque, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P.. extortionate 1881 144 

Dubuque, shippers of, v. C, M. A St. P. et al , extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 753 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, V. B., 0. B. & N., on horse 1886 511 

Express companies, law concerning rates 1896 18 

Fassett Sl Hanson, Stanton, v. C, B. & Q , on cattle 1879 85 

Fleming, W. & J., McGregor, v C, M. & St. P., excessive on lumber 1880 7 

Foster, Suel, Muscatine, v. B., 0. B. & N , on small and large shipments, long and 

shorthauls 1886 567 

Fowler company. The, Waterloo, v. III. Cent., discrimination in, on apples 1886 484 

Gasper Bros, Eingsley, v. 0. A N.-W., extortionate local in Iowa. ... 1888 608 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. E. C, St. J. A 0. B., excessive 1888 583 

Groneweg A Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. E. C, St. J. & C. B., unreasonable.... 1888 604 

Harris, HP.. Des Moines, v. C, B. I. A P., excessive on wood 1884 606 

Hay rates, Bodgers et al , Britt, petition for reduction 1896 87 

Haver, J. A Co., Tingley, v. C. B. & Q , exorbitant, on corn to Chicago 1888 741 

Heaton Fuel Co., Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. A P., excessive on coal 1888 703 

flemmingway, M., Hampton, attendant with L. C. L , live stock 1894 847 

Hershey Lumber Co.. Muscatine, v. B., C. B. A N., change without notice 1883 565 

Hewett, S. M., Hamburg, v. E. C, St. J . & C. B. et al., excessive rates 1888 538 

Hill, John N., Ft. Dodge, v. M. A St. L., discrimination in.. 1888 557 

Hogaboom, S. B., Creston, v.. C, B. A Q., higher for short than for long hauls. . . . 1895 888 

Huntington, W. A., Calmus, -v. C. A N.-W., extortionate on coal 1883 695 

Huse, S. E., Coon Bapids, v. C, M. A St. P., excessive, short coal haul 1887 788 
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Diisentiiig opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 783 

Iowa Central, application for Increase, on liyestock 1804 347 

Iowa State Jobbers* and Manaf actnrers* association ▼. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for restoration of former 1885 53S 

Iowa State Jobbers* and Manufacturers* assoolatlon ▼. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for reduction in Iowa rates to correspond with reduction in Interstate rates. . . 1804 288 

Iowa trunk lines, l;»etitlon of, for advance in low t rate«i 1804 184 

lT«^it, C. D , general freight agent B , C. B. & N., as special committee Western 

Freight association, application for withdrawal of stock cattle rates 18B1 788 

Jameson, Leon, Adel, ioqulry of, concerning right of large and small shippers to 1888 887 

Judd, A. T., et al., v. Various Lines, excessive, on breeding animals 1884 406 

Kanau. Sprenkle, Imogene, V Wabash, on corn to Chicago 1888 704 

Keefe. James, Ft. Dodge, V. M.& St. L., unreasonable on coal 1880 1004 

KlDgsley, citisens of, V C. & N.-W., excessive 1888 008 

Lat e Implement Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. & Q , higher charge for short than for 

long distances 1885 175 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C , B. & Q , discrimination in, on coal 1887 0S4, 670 

Lehigh, citisens of, v. Crooked Creek Railway company, unreasonable 1878 28 

Llghthall, B., A Id^n, v. III. Cent., discrimination In. 1888 564 

Manatrey, J. P., Fairfield, v. C, B. & Q , on live stock, L. C. L.; passenger fare 

for attendant accompanying not authorised 1804 087 

Mason City St Ft. Dodge Railroad company, application for Increase in 1800 006 

McClintock, Wm., West Union, v. B., C. R. A N. Railway company, excessive.. . . 1870 17 

MerrUl, J H. & Co.. Ottumwa, ▼. K. ft W., discrimination in 1888 780 

Merrill & Keeney. Des Moln^ v O. & N.-W., et al., on furniture C. L 1883 678 

Merrill & Keeney case, to Jobbers and retailers 1884 60 

Minneapolis Lumber Co., Belmond, v. M. 0. & Ft. D., coal 1802 848 

Mitchell, C. W., Dubuque, ▼. all lines, implements returned for repairs 1800 883 

Muffly, W. H , Osage, v. III. Cent., discrimination in, on wheat 1878 16 

Nye & Bourne, Orundy Center, v. B., C R & N. et al., on merchao dlse 1888 733 

Oskalcosa Water Co., Oskaloosa. v. Cent. !< wa, excessive, switching 1886 500 

Ottumwa Iron Works, v. C , R. I. ft P., application for special 1888 488 

Palm. W. J.. Grundy Center, v. B , C. R ft N., interstate on coal 1805 831 

Pierce, J. K.. Lookrldge, V. C, B. ft Q , excessive on coal 1887 005 

Raney Bros., Fairfield, v. Railway Companies, on paving brick 1807 111 

Rand Lumber Co , Burlington, V. C, B. ft Q., on lumber 1882 650 

Red Oak township, trustees of, et al , v. C, B. ft Q., rates, rebates, etc 1888 564 

Richie, W. B., Muscatine, v. C, M ft St. P , excessive on potatoes 1880 188 

Risk, C. C , Fairfield, V. C. B. ft Q., on com. 1887 686 

Robiosoa. C. W., Dubuque, v. B., O. R ft N , discrimination excessive 1888 560 

Rodefer, J. W., Council Bluffs, v. C. ft N.- W.. transfer charges Itf70 38 

Saucer, W. H.,Ackley, V. III. Cent., on marble 1883 680 

Shaver ft Dows, Cedar Rapids, v Joint western classification, crackers 1888 650 

Shepherd ft Carpenter, i owa City, v. C, R. I. ft P., et al , uon-oumpetltive 1888 637 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, V. C, M ft St. P.. eioeesive 1888 563 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, V. B., O. R ft N., on hard o >al 1888 676 

Smy the, Robert, v. C. ft N.-W., protest against increase in 1870 8 

Spencer Bros., Randolph, V. a, B ft Q., excessive 1888 640 

Squires ft Son et al., Milo, V. C, B. ft Q., excessive 1886511,512 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner CoflBn 1886 512 

State of Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, v. G , B. ft Q., discrimination in on coal.... 1887 684, 670 

Stewart, John T., Council Bluffs, v C. ft N.-W. et al., on live stock 1879 26 

Stocker et al., v. railway companies, discrimination In, on vari« us commodities. 1879 7 

Stotts ft Houston, Exira, v. C, R. I. ft P., discrimination in, on stove 1870 80 

Summers, William ft Sons, Ft Atkinson, v. C, M. ft St. P.. special 1804 180 

Sweet, A.. L, Chicago. V. C. ft N.-W, through rates on coal 1805 178 

Taylor, J. C, Des Moines, v. C. B. ft Q., discrimination in 1888 531 

TowQsend, J. W , Kahoka, Mo., v. C R. I . ft P , excessive on oats 1886 574 

Van Valkenburgh, A. B., Ames, excessive 1870 81 

Webb. Henry, Kew, V. C, B. ft Q., exorbitant , 1883 625 

Whitebreast Fuel Co. et al., application of, for advance in coal rates 1803 791 

Whiting, T. H., Clermont, v. B., 0. R. ft N., excessive, on tile 1887 753 
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Batvb, Vemiqbt— Continued— taab. pagb. 

Wood, W. Am Haryester Oo., St. Paul, oommissloners' rates apply on Bhipments 

beginning and ending in Iowa, though passing oatside in transit 1895 216 

York, J., Zenorsville,y., 0., &N-W., onooal 1888 886 

Batb Wars— see, also, Rates. 

Discussion of, by Charles Francis Adams 1883 39 

Discussed in relation to earnings 1891 16 

In 1881 ; 1882 32 

BiABONABiii Ratvb tob SwiTOHiNG Oabb— See Switching. 

BmABONABUo Bates— see Bates. 

BlBATXB. 

Allowed to Omaha and refused to Oouncil BluflPs 1886 587 

Carriers should not discriminate in between shippers 1883 708 

General practice of carriers to grant . . 1888 765 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. O. & N.-W. et al , on furniture 1883 678 

Should they be allowed? 1885 38-42 

Tasker, A. 0. and T G., Onslow, V. 0. & N.-W., on hay 1886 684 

Winkler. J. W., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., on grain and live stock 1883 706 

Bi Billing— see Through BiUing. 

BvoiiVBBS. Boads in hands of 1890, 8; 1891 17 

Bbobivino AND FoBWABDI^G Oabb— See Be/u«al to Receive and Forward Oars. 

" BitCIPBOCITT.** 

HoflPoian, A. G, Plato, t. B.. O. B. & N , in demurrage charges 1893 283 

Bbdugbd Pabbbngbr Fabb— see Passenger Fare. 

BBDiTCtD Batbb, on Oobn, Oattlb, abloads OF GOMMODiTiBB, BTO.— See Batcs. 
On Bound Shipmbntb of Stock Oattlb— see Bates. 

Bbfbigbbatob Cabs 

Fowler, 0. W., Bowao, v. B., C B & N , failure to use, veal damaged 1895 166 

Hise Bros.,- Washington, V O , B. I. & P , for dairy products 1886 568 

Hughey A Son, Wirt, V. H. A S., ref usal to furnish 1884 564 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, V C, B. A Q , failure to furnish 1884 597 

Shaver Cheese Co., Cedar Bapids, v. B., C. B. & N., rights of shippers 1894 305 

Bbfunding of Ovbbohabob— see Overcharge. 

Shanks A Coats West Mitchell, v C, B. A Q 1883 554 

Swezey A Borman, Newell, V. Illinois Central 1883 539 

Bbfusal t« Cabbt Passbngbbs on Fbbioht T bains— see Train Service. 

Bbfusal to Fubnish Rbfbigbbaiob Cabs— see Befrigeralor Oars; also Failure to 
Furnish Cars. 

Bbfdsal to Fubnish Cabs -see Failure to Furnish Oars. 

Bbfusal to Switch— see Switching. 

Bbfusal of Usb of Pbivatb Switch fob Loading Cabs— see Side Tra^ek 

Bbfusal to Bbcbivb and Fobwabd Fbbigbt and Cabs , 1878 16 

When destined to certain markets 1890 982 

Beed, William G , Hampton, v. Illinois Central, to send cars off Its own line 1888 671 

Bernard Bros, Malcom, V. C, B. I. A P 1895 189 

Carleton, E. O., Grand Junction, v. C , R. I. A P , hog shipment. 1892 846 

Converse, S. A., Cresco, v. C, M. A St. P., to haul Burton stock cars 1888 700 

Orawf< rd, R. W., Fort Dodge, v. D. M. A Ft D , to carry alcohol 1884 582 

Dodge, Daniel, What Cheer, v. C , B. £ A P., coal in carloads 1887 729 

Great Western Fuel Co., Gllmore, V. C. A N-W » 1885 570 

Greene, J. A., et al.. Stone City, v. , M. A St. P., refusal to forward cars of stone 

unless shippers pay the expense of staking and planking the end 1892 860 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C , B. I. A P., grain shipments 1895 234 

Hammond, H. E., Carroll, v. C, B. I. A P , for points on other lines 1888 674 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C , B. A Q , coal shipments 1880 39 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C , M. A St. P., ponies for state fair. 1889 1063 

Iowa Fuel Co., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. A K. C, coal shipments 1888 718 

Iowa Central Bailway V. C, B. I. A P., flour 1895 187 

Irwin, PhilUps A Co , Keokuk, v. C, B. I. A P , refusal to make Joint rates 1887 717 

Jennings Bros., Malcom, V. C, R. I. A P.. 1895 189 

Jerome. F. H , V. C, B. A Q 1882 445 

Keokuk A D. M. By. Co. V. D. M A Ft. D. By. Co 1888 5 

Lllburn, Samuel, A Co., Ottumwa, V. C, R. I. A P 1880 77 
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Mitchell, M. W., Warren, V. B. A 8. W 1880 U3 

Mosoatlne melon shippers v.Om B* I< A Pm melons ... 1805 819 

Norrls & Oo., Prairie Olty, ▼. O., B. I. & P., to send cars off Its own lines . 1896 143 

Perry, N. H, Le Mars, V. D. M. & Ft. D. 1881 143 

Phillips Fuel C^., Ottumwa, T. O., B. & Q. et al 1892 636 

Banks ft Stersbach, Bodman, v. B., C. B ft N. et al 1892 848 

Blchards ft Black, Wapello, v. B., O. B. ft N 1881 134 

Bisk, Alex, Wlnthrop, V. 111. Cent 1880 116 

Smith, E. F.. Wellman, Y. B., 0. B. ft N 1898 849 

Standard Lumber Oo., Dubuque, ▼. B. ft M 1884 586 

TowQsend, Le Mars, v. ill. Gent 1888 615 

Van Houten, E., Pella, V. O., B I. ft P 1881 128 

Vincent, J. F., Union stock yards, Des Moines, t. O., B. I. ft P., refusal to deliver 

cars 1896 105 

Ward, 0. H. ft Oo., Des Molne<t, y. 0., B. I. ft P., to handle Wabash cars 1884 554 

Wlllard, Son ft Oo., Marshalltown, t. O. G. W., to forward hides 1896 44 

Wis., lowaft Neb. v. Iowa Northern, to switch 1886 559 

BBOUiiATio MB OF Oabbiirs, methods proposed 1886 34 

Bblatiohb of Bailboads to Subboundibg Tbbbitobt 1886 50-53 

Bblbabbd Shipmbhtb, right of shippers in— see Ownen* RUk, 

Bblooation of Highwatb, expense of crossing borne by railway company 1889 1065 

Bbmovaij of Station ob Frbight Houbb— see Station. 

Bemoval of Elbvatob— see Site. 

RiNTAii FOB PaIiAGB Stock CABft— see Palace Stock Cart. 

Bbpobt of Hbpbubiv Oommittbb— see Hepburn CommiUu. 

Bbpobtb of Oabribbb. 

Difficulty of obtaining Information from 1808,8,88; 1895; 1897 4 

Governor's questions for railway companies discussed 1889 48 

Incomplete and lnaccurate.l878,84;1879, 40,42; 1880,166; 1800,9; 1898,81; 1893,85:1894 883-827,880 

On Iowa business, discussed 1891 3 

Of carriers to commissioners, difficulty in obtaining 1898 3 

Suggestions in reference to amendment of law concerning 1879 4 

Bbspohbibilitt or Oabbibbs— see Liability; also DamagcB. 

Brubvb of Bailwat Oompanibb— see Reports of Carriers. 

Bightb of builders of side track to connect with main Uoe. 1889 961 

Bights of carrier to control station ground, subject to rights of the public 1801 736 

Bight of company to retain its cars on its own line— see Refusal to Receive and For- 
loard Freight: Failure to Furnish C'Ors. 

Bightb of the public at crossing blocked by trains 1886 554 

Bightb of the public contributing In aid of railroad protected by the courts when 

road is in the hnds of a receiver 1889 1043 

Bightb of Shippbbs. 

Ohaplo, Merrltt ft Oo , Des Moines, v. O., M. ft St. P., to select routes 1884 518 

Glow, W. D., Traer, V. B., 0. EL ft N , to select route 1885 581 

Dalhoff ft Oo., Burlington, v. O , B ft Q. and Wabash, to select route 1888 561 

Entitled to same rates as shippers from elevators when cars are loaded from 

wagons in same time .... 1884 586 

Hambleton Milling Go., Keokuk, v. 0., B. I. ft P , choice of market 1895 834 

Jerome, F. H, v.jO., B. ft Q., to choose market 1888 445 

Muscatine melon shippers v. 0. , B. I. ft P., choice of market 1895 813 

Nye ft Bourne, Grundy Oenter, v. B., O. B. ft N ., to se< ect routes 1883 733 

Smith, J. N., V. O., B. ft Q., pooling— large and small cars— pass to live stock 

shippers 1888 648 

To select route fo** shipments 1886 491 

To rates by shortest route 1887,761; 1891 773 

To choice of market 1800,938; 1898 759,858 

To wnsend, Le Mars, v. 111. Oent , to select markets and routes 1888 616 

Bight of Wat Damagbb— see Damages. 

BiPLBT, E. P , G. F. A O , B ft Q , letter of, on reduction of corn rates in Iowa 1886 619 

BOAD, Abandonmbnt OF— see Abandimment of Road 

Boad Built fbom Eabbivgb in Exobsb of 6 Pbb Cbmv oh 130,000 Pbb Milb— Bee 
Mileage. 
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BoAD Work by Contract— see Contract. 

Bound-Trip Bates— see Bales. 

Bound-Trip Shipmbnts of Stook Oattlb— see Bates. 

Bound-Trip Tickbts— see Excursion Tickets; also, Tickets. 

BouTBB, Bights of Shippers to SEiiBOT— see Bights of 8hipi)ers. ybar. pagii. 

Bulb for Equitab lb Distribution of Oars— see Distribution of Cars 1888 719 

BuNNiNG Bailway CROSSINGS- See Crossing Stops. 

SAFETY APPLIANCES— see Couplers and Brakes, Automatic. 
Sage, W. M., G. F. A. C, B. t, &, P., letter of, oa reduction of oorn rates 1886 621 

St. L., K. & N. W., Information oonoernlng ownerbhip of 1892 824 

Salaries of Offigbrs 1888 645-650 

Sample Cases— see Ba(;(;a(;e. 

Sand Bates— see Bates. 

Sanitary and Unsanitary Conditions. 

Colfax, citizens of, v. C, B. I. & P , improved in outbuildings 1889 1067 

Everett, H., Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. & P., of outbuildings 1881 135 

Marengo, citizens of, V. C, B. I. & P 1894 274 

Scales, Track- see Track ScaHes. 

Scarcity of Coal 1880 571 

Schedule of Bates- see, also. Bates. 

Adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington cases 1888, 762, 773-797 

Commissioners' was in force pending in j unction suits 1889 1062 

Distance above 400 miles 1889 1103 

Must be posted for public inspection 1889 llOt 

Beasonable maximum rates, adoption of, by C. ft N.-W 1880 1061 

Secrecy in railroad matters to be avoided 1878 71 

Senate Committee, United States, investigation of, on interstate commerce 1885 32 

Sending Cabs off Their Own Lines— see Befusal to Beceive and Forward FreioM. 

Shipments from Point to Point in Iowa. 
Though passing outside in transit, state commerce 1892 38,39 

Shippers and Carribrb. 

Shippers at stations must be afforded like facilities for doing business 1888 820 

Their relation to each other discussed 1884 7 

Shippers entitled to rates via shortest routes-Hsee Bights of Shippers. 

Shipping Facilities, Monopoly of Against Public Policy— see Monopoly. 

Shipping Facilities— see Station Facilities, Failure to Furnish Cars, Befrigerator 
Cars. 

Shipping Bbgulations. 

Budd. J. L., Ames, V. C. & N.-W 188? 494 

Crawford, W. H , Hampton, v. Central Iowa, release on flax seed 1881 138 

Cressler, 0. W., & Co , Scranton, v 0. & N.-W., in shipment of butter 1890 877 

Loading and unloading L. C. L. shipments 1892 838 

Shippers required to protect cars for stone bhipments at private expense 1892 860 

Stocker, J. W., et al., Logan, v. C. & N.-W, In live stock 1880 68 

Shortage in Transit— see Lost in Transit. 

Short AGB of Cabs— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Shortest Boute— Shippers entitled to rates based on— see Bights of Shippers. 

Short Lines. 
Percentage of through rates allowed to 1893 83 

Short Line Bates- see Percentages to Short Lines. 

Side Tracks— see, also. Spur Track. 

Authority of Commissioners to order construction of, questioned 1890 857 

Changing grade of , damages for 1800 023 

Should' private builders be allowed to connect with railroads? 1895 xxx v 

Complaints Concerning. 

Alta, citizens of. v. Illinois Central, Insufficient to mill 1886 577 

Davidson, M., Piano, v. Wabash, violation of contract in matter of building 1882 649 

Dawson, S. B., Perry, v. W., St L. & P..-to coal and wood house 1887 684 

Dennis, citisens of, v. A. & C, restoration of 1896 120 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. & N.-W., failure to furnish as per contract 1886 673 

Fraser, J . , Holmes, v. B., C. B. & N., trespassing on land designed for 1888 683 

Hill Bros., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D., refusal of use of private 1887 766 
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Marcus Boiler Mills, Marcus, y. Illinois Oentral, petition for, to warehouse. 18M SM 

N orman, citizens of, t. M. & St. L., building of, diverted business 1887 686 

Pascoe Bros , What Oheer, v. O. & N.- W., enforcinff contract to oonstruct 1888 980 

• Ployer, citizens of, t. O., B. I.& P., petition for additional 1890 985 

Bights of builders of to connect with other railroads 1889, 981 ; 1801 45 

Boberts, O. L., Grinnell, t. O., B. I. & P., discriminative privileges on 1889 10S7 

Showman, William, et al., v. O., M. & St. P , petition to restore 1890 917 

Sindt , W. v., HoJstein. V. O. & N.-W., to warehouse 1894 276 

Sidings, Publio Hiohwatb, Dubuque switching case 1889 1034 

Signals, Elbotbig, at Obosbuigj— see Electric Signals. 

Sioux OiTT & Dakota B. B , history of 1879 111 

SiTBS FOB OOAIi HoUiiBB, ELBVATOBS, WABBHOUSBS, EtC. 

Carriers must not discriminate io gran ting.... 1800 857 

Decision of the supreme court reviewed in Sunny Hill Alliance case 1892 89-31 

Discussion of.. 1897 4 

Ezolusive rights to single shippers against public policy 1806 xxx, zzxiv 

OoMPc^AiBTS OONGBBNING, Petition for. 

Blow, M, Estherville, V. B., O. B. & N., for coal shed 1886 497 

Campbell, Joel, Ayrshire, V. O., B I. & P , for coal house 1898 801 

CarlbOfi, S. O., Stratford, v. O. & N.-W., rental for scales 1893 212 

Carpenter, W. B , Marlon, v. C, M. & St. P., removal of elevator 1893 144 

Cook, B W., Crawfordsville, v. B. & N.- W., for coal house 1895 207 

Eckert & Williams, Northwood, V. B., C. B & N., at Kensett 1890 925 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, V. C, St. P. & O . for elevator 1892 862 

Farmers* Alliance, of Hartley, v. C, M. ft St. P., for coal house 1890 911 

Supreme court opinion reviewed 1802 29-31 

Frit zier & Ballon, Primghar, v. D. & S. C. (Ill Cent ) for warehouse 1890 940 

French & King, Maxwell, v. C, M. St St. P.. information concerning rights of 

lessees of elevators on station grounds or right of way 1893 240 

Pry, U. S , Van Borne, Inquiry relative to ;. 1897 67 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, obstructing street 1887 687 

Gler & Belz, Conrad Grove, v. C. & N.-W., expense of relocation 1892 843 

Hardin county, citizens of , v B , C. B. & N., for elevator 1890 888 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., discrimination and refusal of 1890 887 

Hollis, Thomas, Badclllf e, v. C. & N.- W., application for additional 1890 893 

Jahsen, Antem, Haverhill, v. C, M. A St. P , for elevator 1888 828 

Jansen, J. G. L, Gilman, V. Iowa Oentral, elevator 1891 731 

Kenyon ft Hilliard, Mt. Union, V. B.& N. W., for elevator 1894 258 

Kline Bros., Bo jk well, V. Iowa Cent, for warehouse 18»6 172 

Lancaster, W., Bradgate, v. C. & N.-W., for elevator 1892 823 

Lewis, B. G., Des Moines, v. C, K. I. A P., removal of elevator 1895 211 

McCallsburg, cltlzeus of, v. Cent. Iowa, refusal to grant. 1885 574 

McCord A Co., et al., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., for coal house 1898 199 

McNamara, J. F, Vincent, v. M. 0. A F. D., for coal house 1894 284 

Parsons A Heath, Ga'lt, v. B., C. U. A N., for grain warehouse 1891 813 

Pickering-Johnson Grain Co., Shenandoah, v. O. A St. L., at Summit.... 1893, 621; 1895 xxxix 

Porter, James, Sutherland, v. 111. Cent., removal at Larrabee 1891 824 

Price A Palmer, et al., Ellsworth, v. C. A N -W., elevator 1892 828 

Bichardson A Kauffman, Belmond, v. M. C. A Ft. D., removal of elevator 1896 159 

Boblnson, J. C, etal., Marathon, V. C. AN.- W., coal house 1892 859 

Bobs A Brady, Akron, v. C, M. ASt. P , grain warehouse 1892 781 

Bussell, J. M., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., removal of elevator at crossing 1893 154 

Smith, E. B., Cherokee, V. 111. Cent., for coal house 18X» 238 

Smith, C. J., Ogden, V. M. A St. L., for warehouse 1805 227 

Smith, J.S.Jewell, V. CAN.- W., for elevator 1891 794 

Steer, William M., West Branch, v. B., C. R. A N., for warehouse 1890 856 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, v. C, M. ASt. P., coal house 1890 911 

Webster Bros , Waucoma, V. C, St. P. A K. C, at Boyd 1890 935 

Webster Bros., Waucoma, v. C. M. A St. P., at Jackson Junction 1894 271 

Welles, W. W., Webster City, v. W. O. A S. W., failure to furnish 1»89 1045 

Wellsburg, cltlzeDS of , V. B., C. B. A N., for elevator 1891 820 

Wertz, C. C, Greene, V. B., C. B A N., for coal house... 1897 21 
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Wilbur, D. W., Hawkeye, v. O., M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1895 156 

Williams Bros., Prlmghar, v. 111. Gent., for elevator 1896 134 

Winnebago Farmers* A.lliance ▼. M. & St. L., coal house 1891 732 

York, Joseph, Zenorsville, v. 0. & N.-W., for coal sheds 1888 836 

Slbeping Gars. 
Dowell, A. B., Vinton, v. G. & N.-W., holders of second-class tickets not enti- 
tled to ...1883 652 

Priyileges, discrimination in, at Gouncil Bluffs 1888 702 

Small and Labgib Shippbrs— see Car Load Bates. 

Smith, Spbnobr, Oommisrionbb, paper on the " Railroad Question * 1889 21 

Snow Blockade. 

Belmond, citizens of, v. Gentral Iowa, failure to keep road open 1884 617 

Oass, S. F., Sumner, v. Dub. A> Dak., failure to run trains on account of 1886 505 

Goshen, citizens of, v. H. &. S., petition to raise 1886 507 

Jackson, E. P., et al., Gilmore, v. D. M. & Ft. D., asking removal of 1883 673 

Tripoli, citizens of, v. G. 6. W., failure to remove, and delay of trains 1893 225 

Son Goal Bates— see Rates. 

Solicitation of Hotel Patronage at Stations— see Omnibus PrivUeoes. 

Special Train to carry livestock, extra charge for 1887 782 

Special Rates, on building material for churches, permissible 1888 837 

Special Rates, large shipper not entitled to, as against small shipper 1888 837 

Special Emergency Rates on Oobn— see Bales. ' 

Special Rates to Labgb Shippebs— see Car Load Bales; also, Bales. 

Speed of Fbbight Trains 1878 66 

Speed of Trains in Gitibs. 

Hill, E Mitchell ville, V. G., R. I. & P., through town 1896 120 

Malvern, city of, v. O., B. & Q., danger from fast trains 1880 1040 

Spur Tracks— see, also, Side Tracks. 

Dooley, George, Newton, v. Iowa Gentral, protest against removal of 1891 737 

Excelsior Goal Co. v. Gentral Iowa, compulsory operation of 1878 24 

Robertson, S. A., Des Moines, taxation of quarry track 1881 133 

Gonnection of with main line— see Side Track. 

Stanwood & Tipton Railway, history of 1879 112 

State and Interstate Gommerce— see, also, Irderstale Commerce and Bales 1886 4 

Diamond Jo Line v. G., B. & Q 18891074,1077 

Opinion of supreme court 1892 901 

What Gonstitutbs— 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. G., M. ^ St. P., shipments from point to point within 

the state, though passing outside in transit, are state commerce 1890 849 

Freight shipped from point to point within the state of Iowa, though passing out- 
side in transit, held to be state commerce 1889, 1074-1077 ; 1890 849 

Hamilton & Go., Algona, V. B, G. R. & N., what constitutes 1897 118 

Heath, H. R. &, Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Gent., shipments from points in the state 

to points outside, though reblUed in transit, interstate commerce 1894 164 

McGliora, L. E , Larehwood, v. B., G. R. & N., traffic from point to point in Iowa, 
though passing outside in transit, is state commerce 1892 862 

State Gontrol OF G., R. I. & P. R'y 1880 177 

Station— Facilities and Service -see, also, Joint Stalions. 
Abadonment of— see Abandonment of Station. 

Ghanglng name of, legislation recommended 1889, 39; 1891 44 

Oleanliness and removal of disorderly persons recommended 1884 42 

Gontrol of grounds, omnibus privileges— see Omnibus Privileges, 

Exclusive use of must not be granted to one person 1890 893-894 

Establishing of new, legislation recommended 1889 39 

Facilities for doing business at 1896 xxlx 

^ inances of company cannot be considered by board in ordering 1884 609 

Grade of highway crossing over station grounds 1898 16,166 

Joint and T connections— «ee Joint Stations; also. Wyes. 

New, legislation, recommended 1891 48 

Profits to carriers not sole element in establishment of 1884 496 

Oomplaints Gonoebning. 

Albrecht, A. S. et al., Mederville, v. G., M. & St. P., petition to rebuild station.... 1896 101 
26 
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Adaza, citizens of, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for depot 1896 173 

Algona, citizens of, ▼.0., M. &Bt. P., for relocation of 1889 1067 

Apllngton, citizens of , to keep open at night 1882 456 

Ashaw, ▼. O., B. I. &?., petition for removal of 1891 789 

Austin, citizens of, ▼. O., M. & St. P., petition for removal of 1892 883 

Avery, citizens of, v. O., B. & Q., petition for 1H92 748 

Bamum, O. F., Bryant, Becorder v. 111. Oent , dangerous location of depot. 1895 219 

Bassett, citizens of, v. O., M.&St. P., for flag station 1896 121 

Baylesp, F. D., Elkader, v. C, M. & St. P., facilities at Osborne 1892 830 

Blgelow, M. F., A Iden, v. 111. Oent., insufficient night service 1884 505 

Bingham, L. B. & Son, Estherville, v. B., O. B. & N., facilities for storing and 

handling perishable freight 1896 104 

Bismarck station case .. . 1889, 86, 992; 1896 11 

Bouton, citizens of, v. O., M. Sc St. P. depot, etc 1890 943 

Boyd, G. J , Herndon, V. 0., M. & St. P., night service 1885 576 

Browns, Hale &. Biggs, citizens of , v. O . . M. & St. P., reopening 1891 746 

Bryan, D B , Benton, V. O., M. & St. P., depot 1888 688 

Bunch, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. A P., depot at Bunch postoffice and Paris siding 1891 793 

Butt, Mm et al., Harvey, V. Wabash, platform 1898 810 

Oallf ornla Junction, citizens of, v. F., E. & M. V. et al., depot 1887 623 

Oalloway. P.. Atlantic, v. 0., R. I. & P., privileges of stockyards 1895 233 

Oampbell, F. B., Bismarck, v. O., M. & St. P., restoration of 1889, 36, 992; 1895 11 

Oapron, G. F., Oapron station, v. O., M. & St. P., facilities as per contract 1889 1058 

Olaypool, W. W., et al., Spencer, v. O., M & St. P , at Hay siding. 1803 204 

Oleghorn and Oherokee county, citizens of, v. Dub. & S. O. depot 1889 1019 

Dissenting opinion by Oommissloner Oampbell 1889 1020 

Oleveland, E. S., Holmes, v. B., O. B. Sc N., better accommodations 1888 706 

Oleveland, E. S., Holmes, V. B., O. B. & N., facilities 1890 783 

Cochran, William, et al., Elmira, v. B., O. B. & N., facilities 1892 736 

Supplemental decision. 1892 737 

Colfax, citizens of, v. O., B. I. St P., improved sanitary conditions 1889 1067 

Cone, citizens of , v. B, 0. B. & N., flag station 1887 778 

Corning, citizens of, V. C, B. & Q , relocation of depot 1887 760 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. U. P., insufficient facilities 1886 530-570 

Council Bluffs, city of, v. All Entering Railways, additional facilities 1892 809 

Creighton, 0. E., Oakville, v. Iowa Central, depot .^ 1894 244 

Crippen Creamery Co., Crlppen, v. C, M. & St. P., platform 1894 279 

Orozler, M. W., Stark, v. B. & N. W., petition for 1890 857 

Cylinder, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., depot 1891 815 

Dallas Center, Benton Bros, of, v. C, B. I. & P., keeping depot open 1896 83 

Davidson Bros., Hull, v. C, M.&St. P., changing name of 1887 692 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1887 693 

Dawson, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for 1890 937 

Dawson, S. R, Percy, v. W., St. L. & P., for wood and coal 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, v. A. & C, restoration of switch 1895 120 

Diagonal, citizens of, V. 0. G. W., freight station 1894 166 

Doon, citizens of, v. C, St. P , M. & C, petition for depot at Lunt's Siding 1896 38 

Elrick, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, for re-establishment of. 1897 72 

Everly, citizens of, V. 0, M. & St. P., petition for 1887 742 

Felton, J B., New Virginia, v. D. M. & K. C, bad condition of 1892 789 

Flfleld, citizens of, V. Wabash, petition for.... 1894 287 

Gallagher, J. S., et al., Wesley, v C, M. & St P.. for night operator 1893 226 

Gaston, E. E., Van Wert, v. Wabash Western, condition of, conduct In 1888 692 

Glendale, citizens of, v. O., B. A Q , petition for 1890 861 

Grey, L. E., Perry, v. O. , M. & St. P., night service at Herndon 1887 623 

Halley, J. B., Nashville, V. 0. & N.-W., station service 1896 94 

Ham & Carver, Dubuque, v. B., C. B. A N., better mall service 1888 721 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, V. 0. & N.-W., location of 1882 432 

Harrington, D. E., Postvllle, v. O., M. & St. P., Insufficient service 1890 860 

Hawarden, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., for building 1883 696 

Herndon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and W., St. L. A P., approaches to 1886 568 

Hickory Grove township, Jasper county, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, facilities.. 1890 900 
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Rehearing declined 1890 901 

Hodges, O. H., et al., Sexton, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition for. 1892 800 

Hopnaday, J. O., Wall, J. J., et al., v. O., B. I. & P., at Udell ^ 1898 864 

Hutchlns, citizens of, V. O., M. & St. P., petition for 1893 147 

Independence, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, to stop at platforms 1893 786 

Ira, station service 1895 150 

Jenks, A.. M., Sheldahl, V. O. & N.-W. et al., platform 1887 689 

Johnson, T. S , etal , Bonalr, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition for 1893 799 

Kenwood Park, citizens of, v. G, M. & St. P., petition for 1893 844 

Elemme, citizens of, v. B., 0. B. & N., petition for 1890 884 

Knlffln, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. & P., petition for facilities. . 1891, 761; 1895 176 

Krysher, Levi, Avon, v. O., B. & Q. and C, B. I. & P., for removal ^. 1886 603 

Latty, citizens of, V. 6., 0. R. & N., for additional room at... 1886 523 

Le Grand, citizens of, v.O. &N.-W., relocation of 1894 318 

Le Mars, citizens of, v. Illinois Central et al., for more commodious 1890 889 

Lemon, H. F., et al.. Elm Springs, v. 0., M. & St. P., agent 1897 127 

Leyner, John, et al., Dallas county, v. O., B. I. &. P., remo v^al of Ashawa 1892 807 

Llda, citizens of, V. O , St. P. & K. 0, petition for 1889 1010 

Lleser et al., Abbott, v. B., O. B & N . and Central Iowa, joint 1882 440. 

Little Wall Lake, citizens of, v. M. 0. & Ft. D , petition for flag 1891 830 

Lunt's Siding, petition for depot by citizens of Doon 1896 38 

Lux, Peter, et al , Hopklnton, v. 0., M. & St. P , at Lux Siding 1893 141 

Malone, J. D., et al., Santiago, v. 0., St. P. & K. 0., petition for 1893 214 

Marengo, citizens of, v. C, B. I. & P., sanitary condition of 1894 274 

McOusker, Edward, Loretto, v. C, St. P. & E. 0., abandonment of Llda 1889 1010 

McFarlane, William, etal., Blencoe, v. S. 0. & P., petition for 1884 508 

McKlnney, Mrs. J. C, Decorah, V. 111. Gent., care of 1883 657 

McLaughlin, D. E., David, v. W. & S. W , petition for 1893 257 

Melbourne, citizens of, V. 0., St. P. & K. 0., petition for 1888 733 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley, et al., v. 0. Q. W., Joint station at crossing 1896 15 

Merlden, citizens of, v. 111. Cent., for rebuilding of burned 1886 614 

Miller, J. D., et al., Ida Grove, v. 0. & N.- W., petition for 1884, 495; 1885 551 

Miller, J. T., Iowa Falls, V. B , 0. B. & N 1881 143 

Morning Sun, citizens of, v. Central Iowa and B., G. B. & N., for 1884, 588; 1885 564 

New Hartford, citizens of, v D. & S 0., for reopening, night 1891 741 

Oakley, citizens of, v. O., B. & Q , petition to reopen 1886 501 

Oakvllle, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, petition for additional 1891, 797; 1894 244 

O'Brien Bros., Valeria, v. O., St. P. & K. 0., freight house 1892 833 

Orllla, citizens of, V. O G. W., reopening 1894 238 

Osborne, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1891 740 

Otho, citizens of, v. M. & St. L , petition for 1893 730 

Petition for reopening 1895 170 

Otranto, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., for larger building 1898 731 

Page Center, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., for agent 1892 780 

Paulger, J., et al., New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., for night service 1885 553 

Plover, citizens of, V. C, B. I. & P., petition for 1890 935 

Poorman, D. A., Des Moines, V. C, B. & Q., lack of 1891 835 

Prlchard, N., Warren, V. O , M. & St. P 1885 568 

Bands, citizens of, v. D. M., N. & W., petition for 1893 281 

Bed Oak, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., relocation of freight house 1889 991 

Beed, J. G., et al., Lime Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., night service 1893 818 

Beynolds, J. J., et al., Blencoe, v. S. C. & P., petition for stock yards 1888 711 

Blchardson, G. W., Clear Lake, v. C, M. & St. P., at Ventura. 1890 924 

Richardson & Berard, Fairfax, v. C. & N.-W., unsuitable condition of depot 1889 1079 

Bidgeway, citizens of, v. C, M. &. St. P., rebuilding of burned 1888 761 

Biggs, W. K., Oastalla, V. B., C. B. & N., petition to reopen 1890 875 

Bobbins, B. B., Herndon, v. C , M. & St. P., for freight house 1893 215 

Boybar, F., Valeria, V. C, St. P. & K. C, for platform 1889 lOTl 

Bussell, citizens of, V. C, B. & Q., for night service 1886 606 

Buthven, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., for removal of 1886 561 

Sandusky, citizens of, v. St. L., E. 0. A N. W., for rebuilding 1890 899 

Scheil, John W., et al., Graham, v. B., C. B. & N., shipping f acllitlee 1898 734 
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Seevers, W. A., et. al., Oskaloosa, v. Oentral Iowa, aocommodatloni. 1886 520 

Sheldon, oitizens of ,▼. 0., M. & St. P., inadequate 1887 097 

Shipley Bros., Hemdon, t. O., M. St St. P., insufficient approaches 1885 668 

Showman, William, et al., Showman, v. O., M. St St. P., for restoration of 1890 917 

Slater, citizens of, y. 0. & N.-W., petition for billing 1888 689 

Snyder, A. B., et al., Spauldlng, ▼. 0., B. St Q., for reopening 1891 747 

Solomon, citizens of, y. O. & St. L., petition for 1898 757 

Thornton, citizens of. r.VL.O.St Ft. D., petition for depot 1889 081 

Todd, O. J. and J. T., Diagonal, v. St. P. & E. O., facilities 1898 888 

Udell, citizens of, T.O., B. I. & P., establishment of 1894 168 

Ulster, citizens of, v. O.. M. ft St. P., petition for 1890 855 

Van Saun, George B., Oedar Falls, y. 0. G. W., opening of 1894 885 

Warner, W. F., Luana, y. 0., M. ^ St. P., insufficient depot grounds 1897 53 

Watts, Fremont, Goose Lake, y. O. St N.-W., shipping facilities 1890 947 

Westfleld, citizens of, y. 0., M. & St. P., petition for 1890 919 

Westfleld, citizens of, v. O., M. & St. P., amended decision 1891 808 

Williams, citizens of, v. 111. Gent., for night mail service 1888 718 

Wilson, G. M., et al., Ira, V. 0. G. W., insufficient 1895 150 

Wilson, J. S., Hiirs Siding, v. B., 0. B. St N., petition for 1892, 785; 1893 183 

Wisdom, F., Oreston, v. C, B. & Q. et al., additional at Afton Junction 1807 101 

C Wright, A. G., et al., Whiting, v. S. 0. St P., for night service 1883 512 

Young, James &• Oo., Sidney, v. 0., B. & Q., negligence of agent 1S94 307 

Statibtios, difficulty in obtaining.. 1897 4 

Statutes Bblatiko to Railways— see Laws, 

STiAiiiNG LivB Stock in Transit— see Substitution of Live Stocky etc. 

Stsel Bails, introduction of, duty on, etc 1880 183 

Stook, Oapitai/— see Capital Stock. 

Stogk OATTiiB, Petition for Withdrawal of Bates on— see Bales. 

Stook Oattle, Bbducbd Rates fob Round Trip Shipments or— see Bates. 

Stock and Debt, per mile 1880 157 

Stockholders, Lists OF 1888 650-657 

Stock Killed and Injured— see, also, Damages. 

Bailey, J. S., Searsboro, v. Cent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 18S8 669 

Bantes, L., Weldon, v. K. & W., on crossing 1892 844 

Bates, L. P., Russell, V. W., St. L. A P., et al., failure to fence 1886 603 

Barkley, E. A., Odebolt, v. O. & N.-W., by train 1895 165 

Blanchard, John, Blencoe, v. S. O. & P., on crossing 1887 739 

Boatwiight, D. J., Hastie, v. Wabash, hogs on account of defective fence 1892 866 

Butin, D. F., Des Moines, v. O., M. & St. P., damages for 1888 686 

Oondit, A. B., Paton, V. C, R. I. & P., at cattle guard 1888 828 

Cowry, Patrick, Paton, v. 0., R. I. & P., near station 1888 746 

Decker, J. I., East Peru, v. 0., St. P. & K. O., by train 1890 866 

Dlckman, John, Westgate, v. 0., St. P. St K. O., at crossing 1889 1047 

Earle, W. O., Waukon, v. 0., M. & St. P., hogs in transit 1888 785 

Emery, H. A., Thayer, V. 0., B. & Q 1895 240 

Ferguson, J. A., Paton, v. 0., R. I. & P., cow 1889 1045 

Fowler, F. H., Oedar Rapids, v. B., G. R. St N., failure to whistle and ring 1892 861 

Eraser, W. W., Bevlngton, v. O., R. I. A P., on depot grounds 1888 743-744 

Eraser, J., Paullina, V. 0. & N.-W 1895 170 

Frazier, Geo., Panora, v. D. M. N. & W., defective cattle guards 1897 110 

Gould, M., Van Wert, V. H. & B., struck by engine 1890 845 

Gruwell, E. T., West Branch, v. B., O. R. & N., claim for 1889 1063 

Helmer, M. F., Mechanicsville, v. O. St N.-W., on right of way 1884 582 

Harris, H. W., Perry, v. D. M. St Ft. D. Rd., on highway crossing 1883 694 

Harris, John, Oswalt, v. Iowa Northern, claim for on crossing 1898 886 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, V. 0. & N.-W., calf 1886,586; 1894 837 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, V. O. & N.-W., hogs 1889,1060: 1895 169 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. 0., M. & St. P., damage for... 1889 1026 

Leeper, J. W., Truro, v. D. M. & E. O., injured in cattle guard 1898 8S6 

Logan, Mrs. R. E., Rhodes, v. 0., M. St St. P., on account of defective fence 1892 848 

Mackinnon, J. O., Gen. Mgr. O., F. M. & D. M , inquiry as to liability 1898 849 

March, 0. H., Grinnell, v. Gent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 680 
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Mayhew, N. P., VllUsca, V. 0., B. & Q , in transit ... 1885 547 

McOahlll, M., et al., Conger, v. O., St. P. & K. O., claim for 1891 818 

McCracken, Mrs. E., Thornburg, v. B. , G. R. & N., failure to fence 1892 866 

McCracken, Mrs. E., Thornburg, v. B., G. B. & N., claim for 1893 818 

McWllllams, H., Denlson, V. G. & N.-W., claim for : 1890 914 

Peter, John, Pau Ulna, ▼. O. & N.-W., claim for 1892 830 

Raybourne, A., Woodward, v. D. M. A Northern, claim for 1891 778 

Richards, W., Davis Olty, ▼. G., B. & Q., claim for 1892 831 

Roberts, Anthony, Van Wert, v. E. & W., hog, on depot grounds 1888 714 

Rohmer, J., PaulUna, V. O. & N.-W., claim for 1887 680 

Rudlabaugh, G. S., Davis Olty, V. G., B. & Q , claim for 1892 823 

Shay, John, Malpy, V. G., St. P. & E. O., claim for 1893 230 

Stout, J. a, Thayer. V. G., B. & Q 1896 208 

Tallman, J. H., Paton, V. G., R. I. & P., on station grounds 1889 1068 

Tasker Bros., Onslow, V. G. & N.-W 1885 546 

Waggoner, Henry, Odebolt, V. G. & N.-W 1894 306 

Week, G. P , Glermont, V. B., G. R. & N., damages for 1886 610 

White, S. J., Plymouth, v. G., M. & St. P., account of defective fence 1892 848 

Wilson, E. G., Van Wert, V. H. & S , Injured on bridge 1888 682 

Stock in Transit, Damaob to— see Damages. 

Stock Watering. Hepburn Oommlttee Report 1880 178 

Stock Watering— see Watered Stock. 

Stock Yards. 

Galloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v. G., R. I. & P., discrimination In privileges 1896 238 

Gonger, B. F., Woodward, v. G., M. & St. P., discrimination in privileges 1894 345 

Gonover, citizens of, V. G, M. & St. P., lack of water at 1896 133 

Marcus, city of, V. 111. Gent., removal of 1897 125 

McGuilough & Fudge, Marne, v. G., R. I. & P., lack of water in. . . . 1897 182 

Meehan, P. P. and William Drewe, Clayton, v. 0., B. & Q., petition for 1894 291 

Reynold?, J. J., et al., Blencoe, v. 8. G. & P., petition for 1888 711 

Shannon City, Ewing, J. E., of, v. G. G. W., condition of stock yards 1896 51 

Vincent, J. P., prop, union stock yards, Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P., refusal to 

delivercars 1896 105 

Stone Shipments, regulations concerning 1892 860 

Stopping Fast Trains at Small Stations— see Train Service. 

Stopping the running of trains, power of the commissioners in, when road is 

declared unsafe .1892 766 

Stop-over Checks and Privileges— see, also. Passenger Fare 1892 861 

Stopping Trains at Platforms 1889 987 

Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., E. & N. W., stopping caboose at platform.. 1897 89 

McOuire, E. H., Marengo, V. C, R. I. & P , refusal to 1890 907 

Selma, citizens of, v. C., R. I. & P., caboose, liability of carriers 1891 776 

Stopping Trains at Railroad CROSSiNG-see Crossing Stops. 

Storage, Use or Cabs vor Warehouse Purposes— see Demurrage, 

Storage, Charges for— see Baggage. 

Street Crossing, Blockading of with Trains— see Obstructing of Streets. 

Strikes. 

Employment of incompetent engineers on C, B. & Q 1887 787 

Discussion, and effect of 1888,44; 1889 88 

Delay of freight on account of— see Delay in Transit. 

Substitution. 

Wilson, A. B , Traer, v. C. & N.-W., of light for heavy steer 1888 728 

Sunday Trains. 

Discussed, recommendations concerning, etc 1888, 81 ; 1884, 42 ; 1886, 96; 1886 50 

Supreme Court Opinion. 

Algona T case, defining discretion of commissioners in ordering " T '* 1S92 896 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. C, M. & St. P., what constitutes state commerce 1892 901 

. Cutler, G. L., Clarion, under farm crossing 1892 889 

Ft. Dodge V. C, R. I. &. P. et al., rebuilding of Tara track 1892 879 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, under farm crossing case 1892 893 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, asking for site for coal house 1892 903 
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SUPBSMB COUBT, declsionB of in reference to orders of railroad commlMloners dis- 
cussed 1893 21-39 

Decisions of in Granger cases 1878 65 

Switch Tbaok— see Spur Trtwh, 

SwiTOH, definition of, what constitutes 1890, 901, 922; 1891, 798; 1898, 768 ; 1894 310 

Switghbs, Iittbblockibio— see Inlerlockina SuHtehes. 

SWITCHIMQ. 

Ohargesfor 1896 217 

Legislation recommended 1889, 38; 1891 43 

Less rate for greater numberof carsswitched 1888 667 

Regulations of commissioners concerning 1891 868 

Schedule for, in Dubuque case established 1887, 749; 1889, 1034-1036 

OOMPIiAINTS OOZrOBBNINO. 

Advance Thresher Oo. Y. 0. & N.-W., refusal 1891 7d8 

Aultman, O., & Co., Cedar Rapids, y. 0. &N.-W., refusal and discrimination 1893 900 

Bannister Bros., Olinton, ▼. C, M. A St. P., refusal, car of wheat 1891 778 

Bigelow, Bros., New Hampton, Y. O G. W., refusal 1894 881 

Oathcart & WoodrulT, Oorrectionville, v. 111. Central et al 1894 360 

O., Ft. M. A D. M. By. Oo. y. St. L., K. & N. W. Hy. Co., exorbitant 1894 356 

Oonant, Homer, Sheldon, v. Illinois Central et al , refusal 1894 339 

Council Bluffs Water Works Co. y. C. & N.-W., excessive 1888 667 

Cunningham, T. A., Clare, y. C, R. I. A P. et al., excessive 1890 880 

Cunningham, T. A., Clare, v. C, B. & Q. and C, B. I. &. P., rehearing 1891 800 

Day & Sons, Minneapolis, v. Illinois Centra], unreasonable charges for 1886 490 

Deaf Institute, Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. & P., excessive 1891 792 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Co. V. C, M. & St. P., refusal to 1897 152 

Des Moines Northern & Western By. Co. v. C. & N -W., refusal 1896 229 

Des Moines Oil Tank Line Oo. v. C. & N.-W. , refusal, tank cars 1888 827 

Des Moines Street B. R. Co. v. C.'& N.-W., exorbitant charges, rate fixed 1892 790 

Dubuque Board of Trade v. Illinois Central et al., refusal to 1887 743 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 749 

Dubuque, fuel oil switching case 1889 1032 

Farmington Coal and Mining Co. V. C, B. I. A; P., charges 1894 308 

Firmenich Mfg. Co., Marshalltown, v. Iowa Cent, and 0. & N.-W., refusal 1890 868 

Gould, E. E., Goldfield, V. B., C. B. & N., failure 1888 669 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, B. I. Sc P., discrimination 1894 353 

Hampton Milling Co., Hampton, v. Iowa Central, refusal . 1890 867 

Heath, H. B. & Sons, Fort Dodge, v. 1 11. Cent , discriniinatlon 1894 164 

Heath, H. B. & Sons, Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L , at Sheldon 1897 60 

Heaton Fuel Co , Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., excessive charges 1888 667 

Jones county, supervisors of, V. C. & N.- W 1888 67J 

Keokuk & W. B. B. Co. v. St. L., K. & N. W. et al., exorbitant charges 1889 994 

Lane, H. D. & Co., Tama, V. C, M. & St. P., exorbitant rate 1892 864 

Little, E. J., Lima, Ohio, v. C, M. & St. P , refusal, cars of oil at Dubuque 1889 1038, 1036 

LyonsPaper Mill Co. V.C.& N.-W., excessive rates on coal 1892 866 

Maiden, T. E, Manson, V. 111. Cent., exorbitant charges 1881 131 

Miller, A. H., Melbourne, V. C, M. & St. P., refusal to 1803 216 

Norwegian Plow Co., Dubuque, v. 111. Cent., refusal to 1889 1037 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, excessive rates for 1886 500 

Ottumwa Iron Works, V. C , B. I. & P., excessive charges on coal 1891 757 

Bandall & Dickey, Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W., refusal cars of implements 1898 837 

Swezey & Borman, Newell, v. 111. Cent., exctsslve rates 1883 639 

Talbott, D. H., Sioux City, v. C, M & St. P et al.. excessive charges 1890 884 

Thompson, Watson, Clinton, v. C. & N.-W., refusal to 1888 668 

Townsend, E., Cedar Falls, v. Ill . Cent., overcharge 1881 142 

Townsend, J. W., Keokuk, v. C , R. I. & P., discrimination in 1894 353 

Vincent, J. F., Des Moines, v. C, B. I. & P., cars to Union stockyards 1896 105 

Western White Bronze Co. , Des Moines, v. C. , B. I. & P„ refusal 1896 198 

Wisconsin, Iowa A Nebraska By. C, v. C. & N.-W., refusal to 1884 5 

Wisconsin, Iowa &. Nebraska v. Iowa Northern, refusal to, and forward 1886 659 

Wolff, P. A., Cedar Baplds, V. 0. & N.-W , refusal to 1893 244 

Wylie, J. S., Davenport, v. C, M. & St. P., excessive charges 1890 901, 920 
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TAKING UP TBA.OE— see Abandonment of Road, 
TABTFirS. TflAB. PAGB. 

Posting of, legislation recommended 1889 42 

Ruling of board, concerning posting of 1889 1099 

Tariff, Obangbb— see Qrcmger Tariff. 

Taxes, Taxation and Tax Aid. 

Discussion of law concerning 188i 82 

In aid of railroads, discussed 1884 82 

In aid of railroads to secure stations— see StoAionB. 

Rich, Geo. L., Fort Dodge, v. Ft. Dodge & Ft. Ridgeley and M. & St. L. Rys 1883 590 

Returns to be made to railroad commissioners 1878 33 

Taxation of railroad property 1878 69 

Taxation of railroads discussed 1886 14 

TSBMINAL. OHABGBS. 

Huse, S. E., Ooon Rapids, v. 0., M. & St. P., excessive on short haul of coal 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 723 

Petition for establishment of at 1 cent per hundred 1889 1024 

Tkbbitobt, Division of, Bbtwben Roads— see MUcelUmeous; also Rales, 
Thbough Billing. 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., 0. R. & N. et al., at West Liberty 1889 1032, 1087 

Thbough Ratbs, Pbbobntaob of, allowed to local lines 1893 33 

Through Tbain Sbbviob— see Trai/n Service. 

TlOKBTS. 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. , R I. & P., in hoaoring round-trip tickets 1890 939 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. 0. & N.-W., refund paid for but not issued 1893 216 

Byram', M. W., Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., discrinlination in sale of round trip 1891 727 

Discrimination in sale of— see Diaeriminatioii. 

Grisell, A. H., Menlo, v. 0., R. I. & P., regulations concerning, limited 1890 936 

TiLB Ratb— see Rates. 

TiMB fob Loading and Unloading Oabs— see Demurrage. 

ToLi. Bbidgb, Absobption of— see Bridge ToU. 

TONNAGB. 

Earnings, on state and interstate, decrease in for 1894, compared with 1893 1891 215 

East and west compared 1878 64 

From point to point in Iowa as compared with total Iowa tonnage 1892 16-20 

Failure of companies to report commodity 1878 61 

Failure to separate for diflferent states ; 1878 62 

In car loads and less than car loads, comparative amount in oar 1893 33 

In Iowa, increase of 1890,26; 1891 4 

In Iowa, has reached its maximum 1883 32 

Local freight, percentage of in Iowa 1884 31 

Percentage of 1885 23 

Tool Ohbst, Mbghanios', Tbanspobtation of as Bagoagb— see Baggage. 

ToPOOBAPHiGAL— Discussion of elevation of railroads 1879 S9-68 

Tbagks, Spub, Oompulsobt Opbbation of— see Spur Tracks. 

Tbagk, Taking Up— see Abandonment of Road. 

Tbaok Scalbb. 

Galloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v. O., R. L A P 1895 238 

For weighing grain and live stock 1896xxxvil 

Sanders, W. B., Rolf e, v. 0. A N.-W., conditions necessary for securing 1892 861 

Tbaffic Pooling— see Pooling. 

Tbainb Blooking Stbbbts— see Obstructing Streets. 

Tbain Connbocion— see Train Service. 

Trains Oarbting Pabsbngbbs to be Stoppbd at Platfobm— see, also, Stopping 
Trains at Platforms. 

Tbains, Spbbd of— see Spe«d 0/ Trains 1889, 987. 1087 

Tbain SBBViOB^see. also. Stopping Trains at Platforms. 

Oarriers required to furnish adequate and reasonable facilities 1891 810 

Obligation to furnish first-class service in consideration of aid received 1889 1007 

Restoration of on branch lines 1889 10 

Should be so arranged as to carry passengers to principal towns in forenoons and 
return in the afternoon 1891 766, 810 
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▲f ton, oititeiis of, r. 0. O. W., losufflcient mall service at Talmage 1896 26 

Albia, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, Insufficient number of trains 1883 589 

Alden, F. E., Furry, y . Illinois Central, stopping fast train 1896 94 

▲Hen, J. F., Vinton, r. C, M. ft St. P., petition for additional 1889 1061 

Aplington, citizens of, ▼. 111. Cent., re-establlshment of night service, etc..l893, 219; 1896 88 

Atallssa, citizens of, y. C, B. I. A P., stopping through trains 1897 76 

Aurora, citizens of, by H. J. Grlswold, Wlnthrop, y. C. G. W., better mall 1894 S69 

Bayless, F. D , Elkader, V. C, M. & St. P., Insufficient 1889 1012 

Cascade, citizens of, v. C, M. Sc St P., inadequate freight train service 1896 85 

Cone, citizens of, v. B., 0. B. Sc N., stopping additional trains 1889 1014 

Coming, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q , stopping trains 1801, 788; 1893 200 

Cozier, B. F. W., Indlanola, v. C. & N.-W. et al., connection at Sheldahl 1887 727 

Cummlng, citizens of, v. O. G. W , additional train service 1896 124 

Dashlel], M. A., et al., Indlanola, V. C, B. I. & P 1892 859 

Davis, W. J., Harlan, v. C, B. I. & P.. withdrawal of, on branch lines 1889 1008 

Defiance, citizens of, et al., v. C, M. & 8t . P., additional train 1892 783 

De Soto, Earlham, Dexter, citizens of, v. C, B. I. & P., additional 1897 91 

Denlson, citizens of, v. 0. & N.-W., petition to stop fast train 1892 733 

Dunsmore, N., Bockell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop at stations, etc 1882 529 

Earlham, citizens of, v. C, B. I. & P. , petition to stop additional trains 1886 519 

Elkader, citizens of, C, M. & St. P., on branch line 1897 97 

Forbes, Frank, Osage, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., train connections 1888 684 

Green Bros., et al., East Peru, v. C. G. W., insufficient freight 1885 119 

Greenfield, Orient, Brldgewater, Fontanelle and Massena, citizens of, v. C, B. & 

Q., additional train service for branch line 1891 763 

Hancock, J. T. & Sons, Dubuque, V. C. G. W., passenger 1895 171 

Hosper, citizens of, v. C, St. P., M. & O., petition for night train service 1896 45 

Hoy t, O. N., Green Mountain, v. C. G. W., stopping train on on signal 1897 116 

Hummer, George, Mercantile Co., Iowa City, v. C, B. I. & P., insufficient 1894 316 

Jenlson, E. M., Ottumwa, v. Wabash, et al., between Ottumwa and Des Moines.. 1895 180 

Jones, O. D., Independence, v. 0., B. I. &. P. and 111. Cent., insufficiont 1894 301 

Eeosauqua, citizens of, V. C, B. I. & P., petition for 1890 875 

Kirkpatrlcir, J. W., Wyoming, v. C. & N.-W., carrying passengers on freight trains 1897 151 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. C, St. P.. M. & O., petition for local 1893 138 

Enowles, W. F., James, v. 111. Cent., et al„ Le Mars to Sioux City 1885 572 

Latty, citizens of, v. B., C. E. & N., passenger train 1887 688 

Leimkuehler, Frank, Moscow, v. C, B. I. & P , additional trains 1893 217 

McCaulsburg, John P. Sunde et al., of, v. Iowa Central, branch line train service 1896 49 

McDougall, D. J., et al., Arcadia, v. C. & N.-W., insufficient 1884 517 

Mllo, Lacona, Ackworth, Chariton, V. C, B. & Q 1886 164 

Mt. Ayr and • itisens of Binggold county v. C , B. & Q., inadequate 1889 1004 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Dey 1889 1008 

Mt. Ayr, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q , letter from attorney-general concerning 1893 242 

Murphy, D. D., Elkader, V. C, M. & St. P., improved 1892 864 

Numa and Center vllle, citizens of, v. C, B. I. & P., additional 1891 761 

OUnger, William, Thayer, V. C, B. & Q , additional 1894 285 

Panama and Persia et al., citizens of, v. C, M. St St. P., additional 1892 783 

Persia, citizens of, et al., v. C, M. A St. P., additional 1892 783 

Pleasanton, citizens of, V. D. M. & E. C, additional 1893 139 

Prlnty, H. C, Center Point., V. B., C. B. & N., additional 1892 748 

Beynard, Joseph S., et al., Creston, v. C, St. P. A E. C. and C, B. <fe Q , additional 

at Afton Junction 1898, 779; 1893 136 

Budd, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., stopping fast train, 1894, 177; rehearing 1895 115 

Sandusky, citizens of, v. St. L , E. & N. W., stopping fast train 1S94 266 

Santiago and Berwick, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & E. C, additional 1892 787 

Scott, J. H., Medlapolls, v. B. A N. W., train to carry passengers 1892 849 

Seamans, H. W., Clinton, v. B., C. B. & N., insufficient 1890 945 

Sh annon City, J. E. Ewing et al. of, v. C. G. W., stopping fast train 1896 5o 

Sloan, citizens of, V. S. C. & P., additional 1889 1072 

Snoke, D. H., et al , Durant, V. C, B. I. &P., Insufficient 1896 146 

Talmage, citizens of, v. C. G. W., insufficient mall service 1896 86 

Tiffin and 16 other cities and towns on C, B. I. & P., additional 1891 803 
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Train Sbbviob— Confinttal— year. paov. 

Waukon, citizens of, V. a, M. & St. P., additional 1892 783 

Wehde, D. 0., Berwick, v. 0. G. W., stopping certain train 1898 180 

Westgate, B. R. Robinson of, v. O. G. W., stopping fast train 1896 28 

White, George P., Low Moor, V. 0. & N.-W., additional 1889 1087 

Whiting, city of , V. S. 0. & P , stopping fast train 1896 43 

Whitmore, Frank, Osceola, v. O., B. & Q , InsuflBcient passenger 1887 708 

Whitney, W. , Whiting, V. S O. & P., stopping trains 1896 80 

Weihle, William E, V. O , M. & St. P., from McGregor 1885 608 

Wilson, F. M., Templeton, t. O., M. & St. P., stopping of " flyer" 1898, 213; 1894 179 

Yorkshire, citizens of, et al , v. 0., M. & St. P., additional 1892 783 

Tramps 1878 45 

Transvbr and Transfer FACiiiiTiss, Charges, Eto.— see, also, Wyes. 

Baggage, passenger or freight, discussion of law concerning 1884 78-79 

Fogg, J. Leland, Oedar Rapids, v. G., M. & St. P. et ah, charges 1892 846 

Fayette county, citizens of, t. 0., M. & St. P., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Harris & Oole Bros., Oedar Falls, v. O. & N.-W., 111. Oent., O., B. & Q., O., St. P. & 
E. 0. and H. &> S., petition for transfer for less than carload freight in O'Brien 

county, near Afton, and in Ringgold county 1889 998 

Lieser, I. M.^ Abbott, v. B., O. R. &N., failure to furnish 1880 136 

Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, v. , B. & Q. and 0. G. W., at Afton 1893 167 

Miller, Jay D., Ida Grove, v. O.. M. & St P. et al., petition for at crossing 1887 756 

Nelson, Oley, et al., v. 0. & N.-W. and C, M. & St. P., at Sheldahl 1888 686 

Reynard, J. S., Oreston, t. O , B. & Q. and 0. G. W„ at Afton Junction 1893 186 

Rodifer, J. W., Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., protest against requiring transfer of 

coal at Junction 1879 39 

Waldo & Thornley, Woodward, v. C, R. I. & P. et al., at Junction 1897 122 

Transportation FAOiiiiTiES for Coaij— see, also, Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Transporting Freight— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Transportation Free for Commissioners and Secretary— see, also, Laios .... 1878 33 

Traveling Men's Sample Oases— see Baagage. 

Trespassing ON Track, Danger OF 1891 841 

Tucker, Horace, G. F. A. 111. Cent., on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

UNDER CROSSING— see Crossing. 
Uniformity of Railroad Accounts— see Accounts. 

Uniform Classification, discussed 1887 4 

Union Depots— see, also. Stations and Joint Stations. 

At Junction points, discussed and recommended 1884 42,78,82 

Discussion of, by L.S. Coffin... .1883 89 

Liabilities of companies using same 1884 82 

Legislation recommended 1889, 40; 1891 44 

OoMPLAiNTS Concerning. 

Adams county, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. 0., et al., petition, near Afton 1888 747 

Oouncil Bluffs, city of, v. all entering railways, petition for 1892 809 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. various lines, petition for 1886 67 

Harrison Twp., Mahaska Co.. citizens of, v. B. & W. and O. &N -W., petition 1887 764 

Keokuk, city of, V. O., B. I. & P. et al., petition for 1886 612 

Dissenting opinion by Oommlssioner Coffin 1886 017 

Morning Sun, citizens, V. B., 0. R. & N. et al., petition for 1888 726 

Ottumwa case 1887 699 

Wheatland case 1887 756 

Unit OF Rates, the car load— see, also, Car Xiood itates 1880 182 

Unjust Discrimination— see Discrimination. 

Unsafe Condition of Bridge— see Bridgest Unsafe Condition of. 

Unsafe Condition of Road. 

Barnes, A. R , Albla, V. Albia & Cent 1892 739 

Brlstow, citizens of, v. O. G. W., of Sumner Sc Hampton br anc h 1802 764 

Cochran, M., Oasis, V. B., 0. B. & N 1881 134 

Edwards, N. W., Moulton, v. St. L., K. 0. & N 1880 64 

Employes, committee of, V. O. & St. L 1892 758 

Hotchkiss, A. C, Adel, V. D. M. & N. W 1892 848 

^asson, L. J. Des Moines, V. Iowa Cent 1886 553 

Sumner & Hampton branch on 0. G. W 1892 884 
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Actual present cash, of road and equlpmant, letters concerning 1887 131-147 

Letter of W. G. Purdy. Tlce-president 0., B. I. & P. B'y Oo., and discassion 1888 41, 44^5 

Presentcash, of railroad property 1888 661 

Of railroads as compared with other property 1878 66 

VlADUOTS. 

Olty council, by laws of Iowa, given full control and Jurisdiction over the streets, 

alleys and public grounds of the city 1893 158 

Oommlssioners have no authority to order, where no street exists 1892 777 

Conditions of In various cities 1894 160 

Expense not a factor In protecting life at crossings 1886 566 

Jurisdiction of commissioners over, appellate or supervisory In its nature 1893 152 

Objections of abutting property owners relatively unimportant as bearing upon 

the public safety and convenience 1893 153 

Plaoi for construction must provide for closing street over railroad 1894 156 

Bights of public to viaduct, ejtpense not to be considered 1886 566 

OOMPLAINTS OONGBBNIMG. 

Oedar Bapids, city of, v. B., 0. B. & N., et al , petition for across Avenue A. . . 1888 742 

Cedar Bapids, city of, v. various railways, petition for 1891 801 

Davenport, Ohas. Francis, engineer, v. C, M.. A St. P., petition for 1894 304 

Des Moines, Iowa, In matter of, on Ninth street 1888, 786; 1894 143 

Des Moines, In matter of, on Seventh street. 1888 736 

Des Moines, plans for, on Seventh street, approved 1889 1079 

Des Moines, city of, v. various railways, petition for, on Ninth street 1893 149 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. C, B. I. & P. and M. & St. L., petition for 1892 803 

McGregor, city of, v. , M. & S r . P., over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

Neola, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. & P. and C, M. & St. P.,.petltion for 1892 805 

Oskaloosa, city of, V. C, B. I. & P., petition for 1892 788 

Walnut, citizens of, C, B. I. & P., petition for overhead crossing 1889 979 

Violation of Oontbagt— see Contract, 

WAREHOUSE SiTBS-see Siteff. 

Wabbhousbb, PuBLiG, should be established 1895 xxxvl 

Warbhoubb, Usb ov Cabs fob— see Demurrtige. 

Wabming Cabs— Discussion of 1887,56; 1890 6 

Wabb, Batb— see Bate Wan. 

Watib, OvbbfijOW, Dbainagr, Baok Watbb, Eto.— see Overflow, Drainage. 

Watbb Boutbs for east-bound freights, effects on rates 1879 70 

Watbbbd Stock— see, also, CapttalizaUon and Stock Watering. 

Discussion of 1881, 83; 1883, 31; 1886, 66; 1887 51-68 

Earnings OM874 to 1888 1891 86,37 

Increase of , by , B. L & P 1880 178 

Increase of, by a, B. & Q 1880 178 

Legislative control in Issuance of 1880 179 

Watbhway, Obstbuotion of— see Obstruction and Overflow. 

Watt, Jambs, letter of, on maintenance of car load rates 1885 47 

Wbighing Association, Wfbtbbn, Bules to govern shipments 1896 218 

Whistling at Highway Cbobsinob— see Stock KiUed, Crossing, Highway. 

Wholbbalb and Bbtail Batbs— see, also. Car Load Bates 1880 182 

Wholbbalb Housbb, Numbbb in Iowa— see Jobbers. 

WiOKBB, H. C, traffic mgr. O. & N . - W., on reduction of Iowa com rates. 1886 621 

Wybs. 

Discussed and legislation recommended 1889 40 

Laws concerning. Imperative and compulsory 1882, 429; 1887 754 

Legislation recommended 1891 44 

Will not be ordered unless required for commercial reasons 1893 171 

Complaints Oonobbniiig. 

Adams county, citizens of, v. C, B. A Q., petition for near Af ton 1888 747 

Algona, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1889 10561068 

Algona, citizens of, V. 0. & N.-W. et al., petition for 1890 843 

Atwood, What Cheer Stove Co., v. C, B. I. ^ P. et al., petition for 1897 139 

Bevlngton, D. M. /fc K. C. V. a, B. L & P 1897 26 

Billings, E., Ogden, V. M. & St. L. and C. & N.-W., at Ogden 1882 550 
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Brown, M. O. et al., Waterloo, V. O. Q. W. et al 1897 30 

Budd, H. J., Enoxville, v. 0. & N.-W. and O., B. & Q., transfer track 1884 680 

Burt, O. J., Dubuque, v. O.. M. & St. P. and O. & N.-W., at Ollnton 1882 839 

Oarnforth, What Oheer Stove Oo., v. O , R. I. & P. et al 1897 139 

Oentral Iowa Goal Go., Des Moines, y. D. M. & Ft. D. et al., petition for 1884 514 

Oox & Kirker, Deep River, v. 0., B. I, & P. and 0. & N.-W., at crossing 1884 591 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. O., St. P. & E. 0. and H. & S., petition for 1889 1083 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. O., M. & St. P. et al., at Donnon Junction 1887 706 

Geddings, O. S , Kelly, v. O. & N.-W., refusal to transfer cars at Sheldahl 1886 530 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfield, V. G. & N.-W 1882 422 

Henry, W. G. et al., Emmetsburg, v. B., O. R & N. and G., M. & St. P 1882 528 

Lawrence, G. S, Manning, v. O. & N.-W. and G., M. & St. P 1885 560 

Lehigh, Sam'l McOlure, V. M. 0. & Ft. D. et al 1897 36 

Lieser, L M., Abbott, v. B., O. R. & N., petition for 1880 136 

Lieser et al., Abbott, v. B., G. R. & N. and Gentral Iowa, for establishment of. ... 1882 438 

Lohrvllle, Patten, M. T. of, v. O. & N.-W., application for 1896, 25: 1897 19 

McGoy, H. G., Algona, v. G., M. & St. P. and 0. & N.-W., at crossing 1885 648 

Miller, J. D., Ida Grove, v. G., M. & St. P. et al., petition for 1887 755 

Ossian, citizens of, v. B., O. R. & N. and G., M. & St. P., petition for 1892 758 

Richardson, G. H., Belmond, v. Oentral Iowa and B., C. R. & N., at crossing 1884 679 

Robinson, G. W., Dubuque, v. O. & N.-W. and 111. Gent., at Webster City 1882 539 

Bock Rapids, citizens of, v. 111. Gent, et al., for transfer track 1892 782 

Seymour, citizens of, v. G., M. & St. P. et al., for transfer track 1892 738 

Shannon Oity, citizens of , V. 0. G. W 1896 33 

Smith, R. H., Holstein, v. O. & N.-W. et al., at Oorrectionville 1888 683 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizena of, v. O. & N.-W. et al 1887 764 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, v. G. & N.-W. et al., order for 1888 745 



Y 



GONNiDOTiONS— see Wyes. 
Y. M. G. A. Seobstabies, reduced rates for 1892 854 
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